£2 
Hi  u 6 . þ p G4, 7 at 
to S. : 7 ; as ” A i & 
R  o z 4 CE? Lad SS "ow," : Sth od 
613, T, v7 . b. + 4 >: 7 
TL A > 43 > hai; ; 
o 


a ITS 
EN 
© ar "oy" | Ce RS n 
T.-” ———_ , = * 
FF} "4 544 +. '%, 
[4 Ix g bp 
as - * S: 
4 3 » 0 
3% ab — 


bad ©, N ? > f Aa. 4 
—_ lk — 
m— 
4 


To the Right Reverend 


he 
4 
A 
þ y 
2 ; 3 
k 
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reat DoSrine of Chriſt's Satisfa&ion.} | 


In Order to the 
ettlement of the Brethren on borh'ſides in the Sound?! 
Faith thereof, againſt $0 ICINTANISM. 


By Stephen Lobb, 
G ALA T. ik 
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Communicated that Goſpel, which 1 Hake them, that were of 


Reputation, leaſt by any means [ Jhould Run, or bad Run in vain. 
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READER: 


HE Clearing of Truth in Order to Peace, 
being my Deſign 3 I have waved the Ex- 
amination of ſuch Papers, as have been 
Publiſhed againſt me ſince the Defence of 

the Report; only I could not but with Pleaſure 
take notice of the Letters of the R. R. Bp. of Wor- 
ceſter, and the R. Dr. Edwards, Principal of 
Jelus Colledge, Oxon, acknowledging the Do- 
Frine of Chriſts Satisfation to be ſo clearly and 
riehtly Stated by his Lordſhip, that 1 indeed it 
my Duty to apply my Self unto him, humbly be- 
ſeeching hint to give his Thoughts of what I have. 
farther to offer on this Occaſton, to which T hawe 
been encouraged by the ſrgnification of his Deſire, 
| that I would give my Senſe of his Letter, 4) the 
End he might remove any Difficulties I apprehen- 
ded to be in it. And Dr. Edwards, being ſo 
full in Aſſerting the Truth, and in expreſſing his 
juſt Indignation againſt Antinomianiſm, I have 
aljo Repreſented unto him what I think it is, that 
Mr. W. doth hold, and have made it my Requeſt 
unto him, that he will freely Impart his Sentiments 
0n what I have deliver d. 


A 3 T 


'0 the Reader. "OY 
: 1 was indeed, once inclined to fay ſomething, 
in Anſwer to ſome Objedions : But, becauſe thi 
ObjeFors can't bear ContradiFion, nor refrain 
from Perſonal and Unjuſt Refleftions, I have 
for the preſent, Reſolved againſt it. For, what- 
ever hath been ſuggeſted by others, my entrance up- 
on this Province hath been, and is upon a Convi- 
Tion, that the way I take ( notwithſtanding ſome 
Brethren are of a contrary Mind ) is the only way t1 W*» 
the reſtoring of Union, 27 clearing of the Truth ſaic 
That we may at leaſt ſee jo mnch of it, as to agree ans 
init; or forbear oze another about it. The Wound Le: 
muſt be opened, before it can be Healed : Fhe - I" 
vering of it Rancles it: The ſmothering Mat- l 
ters in Silence will but keep the Fire a while under, 
to the breaking of it out with the greater Violence, ſo 
and ſo tmich the more to the Churches Damage. 
But if the Advancement of Truth be fncerely ou © 
End, why may we not Confent, by a calme Diſculſing I © 
the Paints in Difference, to ſearch the Wound ? p 

It is (1 am perſwaded ) this Method muſt be 

purſued ;, and Bleſſed be God, there is ſuch an ap- f 
pearing Reaſon as is ſufficient to ſtrengthen owr Hopes | © 
of a*Happy Iſſue ;, eſpecially, ſeeing my Lord By. 
of Worcelter has condefcended to confider the Mat- / 


ters under Debate, which. I have good Reajon to 
believe he will do with the greateſk Candor, Im- 
partiality and Freedom, and I judge the fame of 
the Door too. 0 | 
Reader, There is but one Thing more I will add, 

it is to deſire thee fo obſerve, That I accuſe _ my 
reS- 


————— tt 
regbyterian Brethren for Socinianizings for what 
ver my fears are of Mr. W. and two or three 
more. 1 differ from the Learned Leydecker ir 
bis, and ane perſwaded, that the =. _ NO. 
Body of thoſe Brethren in the City - pn, 
o not ſo far as Mr. Baxter. And cujus ore na fere 
though I know, that thoſe Expreſ- —_ Di 
jons 1 have taken out of Mr. Bax- fertHiſtor. Theo- 
ter, are according to what has been Vic T de Anti- 
- =o _e » I. 26. | 
ſaid by the Arminians, and Socini- | 
ans alſo, yet do I not impeach that Reverend and 
Learned Perſon for a Socinian, becauſe in ſe- 
veral Main Points he differ d from them : But 
f any one that comes after, ſhall uſe the ſame 
xpreſſuons, there is none may blame me, if I 
ſay he doth Socinianize 5 much leſs when we 
are drawing np Theſes fo avoid Socinianiſm 
and Arminianifm (" at which time we muſt be 


| careful to have ſuch words put in asa re repugnant 


unto them) may 1 be Cenſured, tho I expreſs my 
Reſentments againſt him, whoſoever he be, that is 
for leaving {uch words out ; for as I an not ſo ſure 
of hinr, as I am of Mr. B. who was not afraid to own 
what he believed, and would rather Die than Sub- 
ſcribe what he, (who ſets np for his Diſciple, and 
un-deſired, hath placed himſelf in his Chair) hath 


done ;, ſo I am ſure, that whether he intends tbe fa- 
vouring or intreducing SOcinianiim, or not, it 3s fit 
to prevent the Occaſion of tempting any to that 
Growing Errour, by oxr Omi(ſ.on or N 


egleF of 
that 


To the Reader. 
that Proviſion againſt it, which is neceſſary to | 
made in our DoCtrinal Agreements. 

But theſe Mattcrs being referred to My Lord » 
| Worceſter, aud to Dr. Edwards, I am in gre 
Expe#ation of an Impartial and uſt Deciſion, y 
the eiving an EffeFnal Check to ſuch Methods 
are moſt likely to advance the Socinian Cauſe : Ani 


© 


therefore I will keep thee no longer from what I hays 7 

Written to his Lordſhip, and the Principal 
Teſus Colledge. | 

_ as 

Feb. 15. 1698. "Wd, tr 
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A Diſcuſſion of the Lawfulneſs of a Paſtors aRting as an Officer ( 
in other Churches, beſides that which he is ſpecially calle! © *: 
to =_e the overfight of, By the Late Reverend Mr. Nathanaeh {1 
Mather. | | : 

 Pieras in Patriam: The Life of his Excellency Sir William Phips, fl |; 
Knight, Late Captain General and Governour in Chief of New- | 
Ergland ; containing the Memorable Changes undergone and 4* f 
Etions performed by him. <157 = 

The Divine Inftitution of Congregational Churches Minifiry Y 1 
and Ordinances as has been profeſſed, by thofe of that Perſuaſion F 1 
aſſerted and proved by the Word of God. By - ;ſaac Channcy, F 
M. A. | 
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To the Right Reverend _ 
The Biſhop of WORCESTER. 


OUR Condeſcention to Conſider. the Con- 


rroverſic, berween ſome . Diſſenrexs 1n this 
City, will, I doubt nor, according to your 
molt Chriſtian dclire, prevent all needleſs, 
2s well as Dangerous Controverſies amongſt thoſe, who 
ily own the Doctrine of Chriſs Satisfattion; and con- 
rribute very much towards a Sound Determination, 
and a Good Agreement amongſt them. For, altho 
your Lordſhip hath not been fo fully acquainted with 
the Macters in Difference, as could be wiſh'd ; which 
was, I confeſs, out of your Power, and you wete to 
Judge by what Papers you had ſcen ; yet, you have, in 
the Article of Satisfattion, and in theSenle given of the 
Controverted Phraſes, delivered what we take to be the 
Truth; For which, and for your Confutation of, Dr. Cr. 
we Render you our Unfeigned Thanks, Beſeeching 
your Lordſhip to be as full in Exprethag your Senſe, 
touching whar doth as much Grieve ſome of ohr num- 
ber in Regard to ſtich Notions as are Prejudicial- ro 
Chris Satisfaftion, as others are, upori an Apprehen- 
lon of Antinomianiſm. — 

| That it is nota Fondneſs for Dr. Cr. Notions, which 
lies at the Bottom of all theſe Heats, the Condemning 
the Propoſitions by my Brethren, will evInce. , And a 
through ſearching into the Wound being the True Way 
ta Cyre, T will faithfully, and with the Greateſt Ten- 
derneſs Repreſent unto vour Lordſhip, what rhere.is. in 
the Books of Mr. IF. that doth Diſtaſte and give {o 
much Offence to ſome Brethren. A j 


EO s "Ig 
+ 


I was, I do acknowledge, a great while of Opinion 
that the Differences between them, were rather about 
the Way and Method of Explaining the ſame Truths 
than in the Truths themſetves 3*in which, for'the $u- 
Rance, Tthought they had been Agreed, and declared 
fo much Publickly in my Peaceable Enquiry : But athſt 
by the Importunity of ſome very Learned and Piois Bre- 
thren, and an obſerving how! Unſucceſsfal other” Ar- 
tempts had'been, I was prevailed 'with 'to Examine 
Mr. W's Writings , and did no ſooner do fo; butF was 
Convinced there was too much Reaſon tor'the Offence 
my Brethren had conceived againſt *em 3; which, for 
the ſake of the Truth, and that there may 'be a Coxcih- 
ation between my Brethren, in order to their more V- 
nanimons oppoſing the common Adverſary,' ' againſt 
whom your Lordſhip has been ſo ſucceſsfully engaged, 
F will Propoſe, not doubting but that vou will with the 
greateſt Impartiality ſhow, whether there be" any Jul 
. Grounds for our Fears, and what is to be done for' the 
Reifying thoſe Miſunderſtandings that are among 


us. 
The Great Thing then that moſtly Offends;' is an 
Apprehenfion under a Denial of a Change of! Perſon be- 
tween "Chriſt and the Believer, the Aurhor'of Gof, e 
Truth ſtated doth hold, Thar Chris Sufferings are nt 
a]Noper Puniſhment for ow Sins; That 'they are 
on'y 'Jmp oper'y, Analogically, and \Materfially 
Penal 3 That or Sins are 70t a oper Merito0ious 
Cauſe of Chris Sufferings; That they are only an Otca- 
fion, or Pro-cauſu meritoria ; That they were not &x Dh: 
ligation? legis, or Werito Peccatt 5bur only ex 
Dbltgatione-Sponſionts 3 And that "therefore he 
denies a Change of Perſons in that'Senſe,' 111 which it 15 
neceflary to explain the Do@rine of SatisfaCtion. 
>The Realons of this Apprehenſiont will give 1 1ts 
roper place; obſerving here ontv what-l find in"the 
Writings of the Learned Mr, Baxter, who, in = = 
: £10414 
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tationems DMigt poteft, Peccata nora 


thodus Theologie, expreſly declares, Chrijti Perpeſſones 
quoad tationem rc: faere malumnaturale Perpeſum cx 
Occaſtone, & Caulalitate remota peccatoram, generis bu- 
mani. Page. 3. Cap. 1. Dererm.. 5. Peccata noſtra futre 
cauſa remote; Paſſwnis| Chriſts Cutpa noſtra non erat 
cauſa proxima.. ejas Paſſionis, ſed tANEM remota, & 
Occaltos! | | | 
Once-more 2. At fenſit improprio, per meram Conno- 
Chaiſto  Tmputats 
fuiſſe, viz. qu0ad reatum per (& cue ut ad penam, at 
101 in ſe), Zddque tantum remote : Non.quaſi peccata Panas 
Chrifs merita eſert ; /ed, quia nifs nobys Prenas merita e/- 
ſent, itle Pexnas non dedifſet. Et quia poenainulla e# tor- 
maliter i. propter peccatum, ideo guatenus Chrijei Paſſio- 
nes fucre Pene Analogice /ic difte, Peccatum (nou lu- 
um /ed.naltram) 07 caulam meritoriam, ſed guaſi P2Q- 


- cattfant weritoriam, & occalionem) Conotabunt Meth. 


Theolog. ub; ſup. Determ.7. i 
There.isanother Book of this Author, Publiſhed bya 
Brother of the Union, and Recommendedby himtothe 
Peruſal of young Minijters, and cſpecialty of all Can- 
didates tor the Miniſtry, with an carneft Deſire, they 
* would: put on humbleneſs of Mind, and ſet: them- 
© {elvesat the Feet of this Great Man; as Learners, and 
* then through the Divine Blefling, he doubts not bur 
* their Proficing will appear unto all-;Men. ;-Fox this 
« Dj Pore: (he {ays} was compoled-by: him in the 


- 


* Streagth cof his; Age, when the Oppoſition | of -ube 
© Learned of Differing-Opinions had / ſharpnedhis Pen, 
* and-made- him Critically exact, in conſidering what 
* he intended for the Preſs : In this Book you have - 
what was, delivered before tt, Latine-thus;1n; Ergiiſh., 
* 4- Man's Sin wasan Occaon of Chriſt's Sufferings, as 
: being loca Cauſe Meritorie, tor property there, was ng 
_ Meritorious Cauſe. 5. TheLaws Curle, or Obligation 
© Was another occaſion, as being Miſerie, cauſa remo- 
* venda, 6. Chriſt's yolnntary Sronſon, or Conſent, 

A'2 "wm * 
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thould have done it we had ſuffter'd our ſelves, and 
* ſuffering ex Ob/igatione (olius ſponſionts pwovUe; 
* as Chriſt did without,any Merit, or, Lega/ Obligation, 
* his own Sponſion being mkead of both, and our Sin 
* and Ovligation being bur the Occafion,, or /oco Cailſe 
moritorie. In Page 34. The Law, as binding us, was 
* the Great Occaſion of Chriſt's Death, & co cauſe 0). 
ligatorie., But, not the Obligatory Cauſe it ſelf 
* Chriſt's own Spon/or, and his Father's Will were the 
© only proper Obligations, and p. 8. Chriſt did not ſuffer 
© tromthe Obbgation of the Law, but from the Obipa- 
«© tionof hisown Sponſiern, on occaſion of the Laws obj. 
ging us to ſ{ufter. In p. 91. Alſo underſtand, that 
* Chriſt's Sufterings had no real, proper, Meritontous 
* Cauſe 3 Bur yer Man's Sins were the Pro-canſa meri- 
* toria, He undertook to bear that Suffering, which 
for them was due to us (not ro him) and therctore 
* where T ſay he bore the Sufferings due to ns, ] mean it 


© matertaliter only 3 ſuch Sufferings for kind and 


*© weight he borc, bur his Ob/igation to bare them, was 
* only trom his own S onſz0n, and not the Law. 


My LORD, 

Thelc arc ſome of thole Paſſuges, which move them 
to fear a Deſign in ſome Followers againſt the DoCtrine 
of a Real, 1, and Proper Satisfaction to God's u- 
ſtice for our Sins. For, it being Eflenttal uaro a Pro 
er Satisfaftion, that C hrift's Suflerings be eraly and pro 
perly Penal; that our Sins be thegneer Impuliive merits 
rions Caiiſe of them, and that rhe Obligation thereunto 
arite ex Sarttivze /egis. How can a proper Satisfact: 
n by Aﬀlericd, Conſiſtently with the Derial of all 
LaCie? 


That 


was the Moral Obliging Cauſe, Univerſ. Redemp. p. 1, 
* In Page 25. Sect. 79. We mult diſtinguiſh betwix (ut 
fering ex Obigatione legis, 8 merito Peccati, as me 


C93 
That your Lordſhip may ſee our Oppoſition to 
thele Opinions, hath not hurried us to the other Ex- 
creme, I will briefly give, our True, Senſe, which is, 
That when rhe Law was at firſt given Adam, Chriſt 
was not 1n its Obligation, it did not run, Thoy, or thy 
Surety for thee : T hatit 1s not by any Act, or Deſigna- 
tion of ours, that Chriſt came under the Obligation of 
the Law; that he was put in þy his own Conſent, God. 
by his Sovereignty diſpenſing with his Law as to that , 
That Chriſt's cominginto our Room and Place, his ta- 
king on him our Cz, together with the whole Efficacy 
of his Sufferings, had their Riic from the Covenant of 
Redemption berwcen the Father and the Son. For as a 
Learned Perſon well exprefles it : © Man having fſha- 
© ken oft his dependency upon God, by tranſgrelling 
«© the Law. of Crcation, God's Rettorſhip over him, 
{© which is regulated by his /:/dom, I)OUneTſs, Peracity, 


| © andthe Eternal Retiitude, and Righteouſneſs of bis Na- 


«* ture, . would not allow he ſhould be receiv'd into ta- 
* your, but in ſuch a way, and by ſuch means, as may 
« {ecurethe Ends of Government. manifeſt the Diſpli- 
* cency which is in God to fin, evidence his Truth and 
* Immurability in proceeding according to the Penal 
* Law, which in purſuance of his own Attributes, and 
* Man's Rational Narure, and Relation to God, he 
had at br(t cnacted. c 

* And as upon the Suppoſition foregoing, -neither 
the Glory of God's Attributes had been ſecured, nor 
his Authoritv over the World preſcryed irom Con- 
tempt, wichour the Tnterpoſure of one every way qualj- 
fied, b2tween the Law and us, to ſuffer irs Penalty and 
make an Attonement ; ſo in the Interpoſure of che Son 
of God, there was the Invitation and Conſent of the 
Father, as well as a Voluntary Conſent and UV.:dertaking 
of the Son. 

But as Chrift ex propria ſponore, and by the Will of. 
the Father cam? vnder che Obligation of the violated 
AZ Jaw, 


© 5.3 

L aw, {o he ſtood bound by this Law to ſuffer for our 
Sins ; or, as I would rather chooſe to cxpreſs ir, that 
Chrilt, upon the Call, and Invitation of the Father, 
and hisown Free Voluntary Conſent, having undertz- 
ken to be Med:ator berween God and. the Offending 
Racc of Mankind, and in that Quality to become thei 
Surety, hethereupon ftcll under the Santtion of the Lay, 
which we had Tranſsrctted, and by the Obligation, 
thereof ſtood Bound to {uffer tor our Sins in our Head, 
whereupon our Sins. became the Merjtorions Canſe of 
Chriſt's Sufferings, and his Sufferings became truly and 
properly Penal, which is (we think) meant by Grotis, 
Voffiss, Eſſenius, and others, when they affirm, that Pre- 


. ter Dei, & Chrijli Veluntatem datur cauſa Antecedens 
| Tegitima, five Juridica Mortis Chriſti ; Or, to fignifiemy 


ſenſe in this Mattcr more tully it not morc jnrellip1bly, 
Thattho God's bctog inclin'd to receive Faln Man, ra- 
cher than the lapſed Angels, intohis Mercy and Favour, 
have its Foundation on/y in his Beneplacitum, and Will 
ating under the Influence, and ConduR of Compaſſion 
and Undeſerved Love of Renevolence ; yet the ſaying us 
by the Obedience, Death, Sarisfattion, and Merit of 1 
Mediator and Redeemer, is not the cfte&t, and reſult 
of God's Arbitrary Pleaſure, but is to be refolyed into 
the Holineſs, Wildom, and Righteoulneſs of his Ni 
ture, his Reforal Authority over Creatures, capable 
of Moral Goverament, and the Sanction, of his Law, 
So. tho the Father's Invitation and the Son's Conſent be 
the alone Foundation of Chriſt's Undertaking, and &l 
the Father's Authorizing him to be Mediator ; yet it 1 
from the Obligation and SanQtion of the Original Law, 
and not /ſolety trom his own Sponſion,that in the Exerctle 
of the Mediatorial Office, he ſutained our Perfor, bore 
our Sins,, and Underwent the Curſe, which the” Law 
Threcatacd, and we had Deicryed. 


My 
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My LORD, | 
We are of Opinion, that Syfferings, which are not : 
from the Obligations off a Violated Law, cannot be an 
Af of Reftoral Juſtice, which doth eflentially reſtpe& 
the Law, in its Diſtributions, and neyer inflicts Suffer- 
ings.02 any but for Sin, astheir meritorious Cauſe, If a | 
Rettor ſentenceth any to Sufferings without a Regard to 
Sin, it 1s unjuft, Whatever a Soveraign, in Exerting 
Ads of Dominion may do, in this Caſe, a Refor cannot 
juſtly inflict Sufferings on an Innocent Perſon, as ſuch, 
We do therctore agrec with your Lordſhip (which my 
, WW (lf. fay P. 51.) when, in your Letter, you tell us, 
5  Thattherrue Controverfie between the Socinians and 
& us lies here, v:z. Whether the Sufferings of Chriſt 
as If FRE | . 

were to be contidered as a Puniſhment for our Sins; Or 
© only an A#of Dominion over an Innocent Perſon, itn 
« order to his Advancement into Glory. Noc doubt- 
/ & ingbutthat you take Puniſhment in a proper ſenſe, as 
' @ the Sufferings were an AC of 7yſtice, unto which Chriſt 
was (as above declared) Obliged by Verene of the San- 
ion of the Law z vi, 8 merito apa; which could not 
be, unleſs our Gailt had been charged upon him. For 
Tegal Guilt, lying in an Obligation to Puniſhment, 

where Puniſhment 1s juſtly inflicted, Gai/t mult be ſup 
poſed as a neceflary Antecedent thereunto. : 
But, my Lord, how can the Lega/ Guilt of our fins 
be transfer *d to Chriſt, if there be not a Change of Per- 
ſons between Chris and Believers, if Chrift ſuſtained not 
the Perſon of Sinners, and came not into their Raow and 
Place, under the Obligations of, the ſame Law they vio- 
lared > Secing Guilt lerh in an Oblieation to a Proper 
Puniſhment, by Vertze of the Sanftion of the Law, rhar 
this Guilt might be rransfer'd upon Chrift, it was abſo- 
lutely necefſarv, that he came under this Obligation, 
which is thething your Lordſhip intends (as we appre- 


lend) when you fay. ©, I had thought a Mediatour- 
A4 © Inter- 
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Interpoſing for that End, that by his Suffetings there 
might be a Propitiation for Sins, did fo tar ſu#ai, 
the Perſon of Sinners, asto take upon himlelf the Py. 
mſkment of their $1ns,/ and/procureGraceand Favour 
for them : Or as. a little before. you have:cxpreſlcd it. 
«. Legal Guilt unplics, 2. An Ob{pation to: undergo the 
© deſerved Punithment ; bur, becaute the Execuriono! 
* Puniſhment depends bothon the Wiſdom and Fuftice of 
*© the Legiſlator, therefore here a Change of Perſons may 
* mtervenc, and by the Wiſdom and Fafice of God, 
** a Mcdiator may be accepred, 1n fuch a manuer, as 
* himſelf Determincs, and upon the Acceptance of 
© his Sacrifice, the Ottenders may be Pardoned, and 
Received into the Grace and Favour of God, on 
ſuch Terms, as he hath declared in the Goipel; | And 
* in this ſeuſe the Ouilt of our Sins was charged upon 
** Chalk «; our ediatour, &c. 

In theſe Points, fo far as I underſtand ir, we are en 
tirely Agreed with your Lordſhip, not only in. your 4/- 
ſertion of the Truth, bur inthe Renunciation of the Op- 
poſice Errours ; tor we Reject the Opinion of thoſe who 
hojd, That upon Transfering the Gui/tof our Sins un- 
to Chriſt, he 1s to be eſteemed the Per/omm, that com: 
mirted all the Sins of rhoſe, for whom he died, or that 
the Trrpitude, and Filth of our Sins was transfer d-upon 
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him, which 1s a Notion equally Falſe, Blaſphemons and 


Impoſſate, as I have proved, both in'my Difcorrſe of 
Free Grace, and Peaceable Fnquiry. Bu{1des, nothing 
can be Renounced by us, with greater Jndignatton, 
than ſuch. a Change of Perſons, as implics, thar we are 
actually Diſcharged trom Punithmenr, wiulſt Unbele- 
vers, or Impenttent. | 

We arc ſo very much for the Necellity of. Faish and 
Repentanice t0/.an attual Diſcharge trom Puniſhment, 
that thothe. Author of Goſpel Truth, in contadiction to 


what he {omewhere affirms, doth in his Pefence, 'p. 6 


lay, *© That if GbriiPs Righteonſnefs conid be applted for 


(9) 
& Pardon, to the vileft Sinner, before he believes, it 
| © would Juſtifie him, And p. 25. That ©on might 
| © have applted-Chaiſt's Merits-fo2 JPardon, tho 
« the Sinner conlentev not; Yerwe are tully-per- 
lwaded, that ſuch 1s the Purity and: Holineſs of God, as 
makes 1 impotlible for a $1mner to be. Pardoned, by: an 
Application of Chriſt's Merits, whilſt he remainsinU-- 
belief, or, 'that God, confiſtently with-the Perfe&ions 
of his own Nature, might apply Chri(Vs Merits to the 
Sinner, though he conſcnt nor; that is, rho he remain 
Unregenerate and Impenitent: Nor, could. God pre- 
{erve the- Glory of his Holineſs; nor make Provifion 
for the Honour of the Redeemer, ſhould he forgive 
Sinners antecedertly unto, or Preclufively of Repentance 
and Faith, ſo that making theſe neceflary to Juſtifica- 
tion and | Pardon, 1s not fo much to be aſcribed to the 
Divine Will, as to the Perfettions of his Nature,.the 
WW KRettirude of his Government, and the Indiipenſable Re- 
. Þ card he has torh{> Honour and Glory of the Redeemer. 
| 


In a word, we think with the Learned Dr. Edwards, 
that ro apply Pardon to a Sinner, while he continues 
nis Obſtmacy and Impenitence, is not only contrary to 
the Hozinefs of Ged, bur Inconfiltent with his VVif- 
dom, and Deſtruttive of his Authority and Govern» 
ment. ur 
Tharthe Divine Ordination is Neceſſary to the Ac- 
ceptance of our Faith in Chrifl's Blood for Pardon we 
frant 3: withal Aiſcrring, Thar the Nature of God and 
Glory of Chrift, makes it ſo necetJary, rhat it's impolſhi- 
ble we ſhould be either Jultified, or Pardoned whilit'we 
remain in Unbelicf, and conſent not ro rhe Terms of the 
Cofpet. 
Thelc' things, my Lord, IT have ftayed- the longer 
upon, that you may ſce whar little Reaſon our-Brother 
bath-roſuggeſt, rharthe Authors of the firit Paper, and 
Report, or my ſelf, are for a Communat:on 'of Perſons, 
ia the Senſe of Dr. Cr. and bow freewe are from Ants: 
non aiiſmn 


lik. Mido. ano A. > 4 ———- F 


- « we Di i A be - — i- 
=D 


C10) 


#omianſm in the Inſtances alledged. Whether the Au. 


thor of Goſpe/ Truth (tated, be as free from the. contrary 
Extream inthe Point of Commutation, and what.imme- 
diately relates to a wrong l{tating,.it, afloon as. 1, have 
compleated this Account I delign to give of his Cory- 
phans, I will go on to conſider, T; 

It being thus cleared, that. to a proper fatisfaftion 
made by the Mediator unto God's Jultice for ;our. Sins, 
us neccllary, that his Sufferings be property Penal, and 
that our Sins be the nearly Tmpalliive, or truly Xeritorious 
Cuſe of them, that tothis End the guilt of our Sins was 
Imd en Chriſt : And that our Legal Guilt might be 
Transferred upon him.,rwas Neceſlary there ſhould be a 
Change of Perſons between Chriit and us3 that Chrift ſu- 
ftain our Perſon, and come into our Place and Stead; 
Theſe Points being, I ſay, cleared, it muſt (we think) 
be acknowledged, that they who deny Chriſt's Sufer- 


' trgs tobe Properly Penal, and our Sins to be their e- 


ritorions Cauſe, and do moreover exprefly Declare, 
That Chriſt did not ſuftain our Perſon; nor any other 
way ſuffer in our fead, than as our Sins were the meer 
Occafson, or Pro-cauſa meritoria ot his Suftermg cannot 
conliſtently be for ChriſtFmaking a Real, - Proper, and 
full Satisfattion , And that the Learned Perſon, whoſe 
Place the Author of Goſpel Traths ſtated, vainly pre- 
tends to fil, doth oppote Chriſt's ſujftaining the Per ſon 
of Sinners, and his ſuffering in our ftead, {o as our Sins 
are the meritorious Caule of his Sufferings, I will cflay 
diſtin&tly to evincc. 

Thar he denics ChriſPs ſufaining, or ſuffering inthe 
Per for: of Sinnvrs, 1s evident, from whathe has in p. 51. 
of Univ. Redemp. * We muſt not ſay, that Chriſt di- 
« ed loco noſtro, ſo as to Perſonate us, or to Repreſent 
Fc our Perſons in the Law ſenſe, but only to bear what 
F© elle we muſt have born: And p.74- As for their 
fe Objection, that no other way, but Repreſenting our 
* Perſozs could {uffice to ſaye us, by the Satifattion ol 

ano- 


(11) 
© another, 15 a groſs Miſtake, and naked Affirmation 
« without proof. As forthem that fay, Chriſt ſuffered 
« in Perſona noffra, but not fatrfied, 'or metied fo: 
« I anſwer, they ſpeak Inconfiftencies'; This, and 
much more to” this'purpole, he has {aid, bur he being 
moſt Explicite in Perverting the Genuine Import of 
the Phraſe of [Chris Suffering, or Dying 10c0 noſtro, 
in or Place, and Stead) I will obicrve how he 
Accommodates it to the Do&rine of our Adverſaries; 
for ſaith he, '* As1 rold you, that ic was Effential to 
« Chriſt's Puniſhment in ſpecze, that he {uffered nofro 
© co; fo, becanſc here lies the Ftrſf and Gyreateff 
© Point of the Controverſie in hand, Quorum co, in 
* whoſe ffead Chriſt Died, and whoſe $7 and Gmitt did 
* lie upon him > And alſo becanle the Right orYVrong 
© underſtanding of this Point, has fo great Influence 


| © Into moſt of the Conſequent Points in the Body of -Di- 
| © winty, as either much to help ns, or Quite overturn 


* all 3 1 chink it exceeding Neceſſary, that we here 


| © carctully diſtinguiſh of the Phraſe, [nofro leo, in our 


* fead.] Underſtand therefore, that a thing may' be 
* faid to be done, or ſuffered, [m7 or fead] in theſe 


* Two Senſes, 13LTO! 
This Learned Perſon having told us, that he thinks 


cxcceding Neceſtary, that we take more than ordinary 


| Care in Diſtinguiſhing this Phraſe of {co nofro] gives | 


bur Twa Senles of it; the fir# Cabating ſomewhat of 


| his Mode of Expreſſion) being the only ſenſe, 'in which 


it was at firſt uſed, he leaves; and Impoſes another in 
Contradiction thcreunto, as well as unto its Original 
ule, and with his wonred A4ctmen \cts it forth, as if -he 
had only been Reforming the Abuſe of the Phraſe; when, 
indeed, he makes it to {ignifie no more than what our 
Adverfartiesalways granted : For faith he, © Onelsfaid 
* todo, and 'faffer oc alterins, in another's Stead, when 
** it isdoneto fave another trom doing ir, or that {uf- 
* tered which another was obliged to {uffer roward the 
© freeing 
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* freeing him from it. This Paſſage taken apart from 
the reſt of the Paragraph, might bear a ſound ſenſe; 
For lecing the Law obliged us to ſuffer a proper Puniſh-Ill ?) 
ment, the Aferting, that Chrift came to ſuffer that, l 
could (one would think) Import no leſs than that hl 7" 
came to ſuffer a Proper Puniſhment tor our Deliverance, iſ © 
Bur leaſt we ſhould miſtake him, he adds: * Being 
was Datertally che ſame, bur not formally from the Mt <<; 
& ſame Cblipation; but trom the Obligation of a Volun-Þ 
<« tary Sponſ10n, and nor beins done, or ſuffered in the 
* Name, or Repreſentation of the Perſon of that other: iſ 
& Butin a thzrd Perſon, viz. inthe Perſon of a Media 
& tour, Redeemer, or Friend. | 
Thele Words, my Lord, will ſhow you the Rea- 
ſon, why the Reporter ſaid, © The third Paper was { 
* wordcd as to be Calculated to their Meridian, who 
*& hold, that Chrifi {ufler'donly in the Perſon of a Me- 
* diator, not in the Perſon of Sinners. He bcing aware 
of the Deſten of this Great Man, which 1s to turn 
[Chriſt's Suffering in the Perfon of Sinners] into [Suffcr- 
ing in the Perſon of a Mediator} who was never by 
Vertue of the Sar#ion of the Law, obliged to ſuffer for 
us, and who {ufter'd not a proper Puniſhment, {buton- 
Iy the fame Sufferings we were oblig*d unto materialh 
and not Formally] He being, TI fay, aware 'ot this D*- 
fign, ſagge/fed it. But to return ro my Learned Author: 
* Wemnmlt allo (faith he) diſtinguiſh berween Chriſt's 
* Dyins lo noſtro, in the*foreſaid Senſe, and his dving 
& 1n roitrum Benrficinm ; or between his dying for us 
& ſubrogative, & «ffetive : The former being the prc- 
&* {uppoſed ground of the latter. Chriſt is Confidera- 
ble firsf, as Dying for our Sis as the Pro-canſa merito- 
71a, bctore he 1s Conſiderable, as dying for our Be- 
zefit.' Thus he, concerning whom I muſt ſay, T hat 
tho he has put a fairer Colour upon the Repreſentation 
he has made of his Notions, as if they were Different 
irom what our Adveriarics do liberally grant; "e your 
OFd- 
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Lordſhip knows, that by declaring Chriſt's dying nofro 
{co for our Sins, to be only as Sir is the Pro-cauſa meri- 
teria, or (which 1sthe ſame) the Occaſion only, and not 
ih, | properly the Meritorzons Cauſe, 1t is no more than what 
they who Oppolc the Truth, -do conſtantly own, as 


b YOUr Lord thip bas obſerv*d in your Letter, when you 
1c Wy (cl us : ©, T he Socinians never denied fuch a Change of 
-ing # Perſon as implics, that one is appointed, and allow- 
te - cd toact in the behalt of others, and for their Ad- 
in. Ml © Vantage. : 

th This, my Lord, 15 the Notion we do fcar the Author 
or: of Goſpel Truth ſtated, has eſpouled, and Labours to 
;, | Advance. The Conliderations, . moving us to Enter- 


| tain ſuch Apprehentions of him, arc as follow. 


Conſrderation T. 


1. The Support and Defence of this Great Man's 
Principles, is a Province he has, proprio marte, underta- 
ken and Glories in. Tho, in jome Leiler Matters, he 
may knowingly difier from him, and in other Points of 
Importance, he may nor ſee the Connexion between : 
one Part and another of his Scheme ; and fo fail in 
his Adhetences, yet in the DofQtrine of Chriſt's Satisfa- 
;on, the Agreement between them 18 {o exact, and !/ 
| full, chatT can ſee no reaſon to doubt of ir. For, the 
Complexion of his Writings, and their 1endency, ay, 
« | fbe Notions upon which he values himlelt, rhe Terms 
> WW the Phraſes and Arguments which he utcs to Explain an 
Eſtabliſh them, are ſuch as Demonſtrate his Accord with 
this Great, Man to be moſt entire. And whoever {triCt- 
ly Obſcrves how much more effeftually Mr. B. before 
his Death. did Contute and Expoſe Dr. Criſi's Antinon- . 
aniſm than Mr; VV (without the greateſt Vanity. can | 
pretend unto); will fee, that there was, no need of his ! 
doing it; andthat *ts tobc preſumed, his Chick Deſign, 

11 
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1n what he did was to get Countenance unto Mr. px 
Opinions, from thoſe Brethren, who during his Life 
time, ever cxprelied their Diſlike of  *em. Belide 
Mr. B's Admirers-underſtood it tobe fo, and on this 
Account Applaud him. | Who then can. doubr: of an 
Exact Agreement between Mr. B. and him? Or'think 
| he doth not with Mr. B. Deny Chrilt's Sufferings to. be 
\ Proper!y, Penal, and conſequently, is againſt {uch aCom. 
Mutation, as 1s necellary; to Explain the Dotrine of 
Chriſt's Satisfaction. 


Confrderation II. 


2. Thatthe barc mention of his denying a Change 
of Perſons, in the found {enic, has put Mr. VV. into lo 
oreat a Tranſport of Anger, Confirms us in our Ap- 
prehenſion. Whilſt there was nothing ſo particularly 
{aid of his leaving the Proteſtant Doctrine, in; this In- 
ſtance, how calm was he, with what "I'emper. and Se- 
dateneis of Mind did he write > Burt, on the firſt Inti- 
mation of his denying a Change of Perſons between 
Chriſt and us. What an Alteration in his Humour 
and way of Writing 2 for he immediately thereupon 
diverts from the Argument, and inſtead of Debating 
the Points in Controycrlic, as it becomes a Difſpuranc, I | 
he imploys his Talent in Unjuſt and Groundleſs Re- |} ; 

| 
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flections; And really, my Lord, when I obſerve how 
lictle his Attempts to Deſtroy ſomewhat more rhan my 
Reputation (becauſe of my Innocence) have moved 
me, I cannot bur look on the great Diſturbance he is 
under, to be an Evincement, that the Charge has 
touch'd him to the Quick, and his hard words are. but I} ' 
an eflort of that Vexartion. of Mind: the Dete&ion of 
his Deſtgns has occaſioned 3 Otherwiſe, why-doth: he IN 
not keep within the Lines of "Truth and Rules of Good If | 
Breediug,in thoſe Reflections he makes on his Adveria- 
| LY ? 


BE ty: Why fo much Art tocover his Principle, and get | 
Life WJ Kepurarion'to| his feigned Prerences? If he had really 
been for ſuch' a Commutation of Perſons, as is neceffarv 
to Explain the Do&rine' of Satisfattion, how caſtly 
an WW might he Convince'the moſt Jealous Adverſary' of his 
ok © Soundnefs in'this Point > Where the Difficulty in af- 
be MW firming with your Lordſhip, that our Guilt, as ir im- 
M- tsan Obligation, by Vertne of tneSanCtion of the 
of Wl Divine Law, 'to undergo. the Deſerved Puniſhment, * 
was Charged upon Chriſt 2 Or, what reaſon can there 
be for his ſcrupling to affirm, that our Sins are a pro- 
per Meritorious Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings, and thar 
the Obligation Chriſt lay under to ſufter, aroſe nor on- 
ly from the Preceptrs of the Mediatorial Law, and his 
oe MF own Conſent ; Bar, on his becoming hereby-our Me- 
{0 Ml diatour, ir was immediately from rhe Sanction of the 
P- W Law? But he falling in with Mr. B. in this' Point, he 
ly MW could do no ſuch thing ; and therefore, we think him 
- WF juſtly Charged with a Denial of a Change of Perſons, 
c- I inthe found Senle, | 


It Confederation III. 

n 

y 2, This is farther manifcſted by that Diſorder and 
F Confuſion Mr. IW. Is faln into, when he Artempts ro 
- | clear himfelt ' from the Charge, as is Obſervable 
. from the Diflerent Repreſentations made of a Commu- 
| tation. | 

1 

$ My LORD, Lge 
$ When you ſpeak of ſuch a Change of Perſons, * as 
{ | © impliesan Actual Tranſlation of che Per/onal Gyilt 
| © of the Sins of Believers on Chriſt; and his Perſonal 
* Righteouſneſs on them, without any Regard 'toat 


* Conditionson their Parr, &c. and take ths to/berhe 
Senſe, in which Dr. Cr. held a Change of Perſons;/tho 
You 


= -2 


— — DO POORER SSC PEERS on = 


16 ) 
you uſe the word [Perſons] in the PAwral Number, [Mo 
am Perſwaded your Lordſhip hath taken Dr. Cr. right. 
And when the Reverend Brethren at Littte St. Heller; MN 
Declare it to be manifeſt, * That when Mr: W, uſeth 
* the Phraſe [of no Change of Perſons between: Chrii 
© and the Eeit} it could not be intended of -a 'Denial 
* of a Change of Perions between Chriſt and-us, in 
* the General Senſe, but anfy in Oppoſition: tothe 
* Opinion of his Adverlary he wrote againſt» they do 
not miſrepreſent Dr. Cr. in ſuggeſting that he holds a 
Change of Perſons Plural, in an unſound. Senſe; tho 
their Charity miſguided them when they add, that br 
did only deny a Change of Perſons, in that Particular Mr: 
genle in which Dr. Cr. Aſſerted it ; nor can I think the MW* 
Reverend Rebuker our, in ſaying ». 43.: That Dr.Cr. M* 
1s for a Change of Perſons [Plural] tho, when he op: M* 
poles a Change of Perſons, and (ets up a Change of M* 
Perſon Singular, he Diſſents from your Lordſhip, and Mb 
the Brethren at Little St. Hellens. > 

However, Mr. VV. in his Anſwer to «the Report, and WW bi 

in his Haſty Animadverjions on my Defence affirms, that I 
he never denied a Change of Perſons Plural, but on4 a ſl v 
Change of Perſoz Singular : His Words are pag. 37. Ml 4 
& Mr. VV. no where ſaith there is not a Change of Per- I C 
«& ſms, inthe Plra! Number, bur of Perſon Singular, Wl 4 
«© Fc. and P.JZS. When Mr. V/. Contutes the Senle Il v 
© wherein Dr. Cr. Explains a Change of Perſon, he mult, Wl tt 
* in denying his Senſe, deny it under that Phraſe I ! 
& (Change of Perſon) and P.76, 77. The Phraſe Change ll P 
© of Perſon was uled by Dr. Cr. and therefore nor 1n- I F 

<* vented by me, it's from him, I cited it, (faith Mr.) Il { 

* Taflure youl no where deav a Change of Perſons, 1n |ff 4: 
& che Plaral Number. \ 

Thus, my Lord, Mr. YV. apprehenſive of the Difi- I h 
culty of his Caſe, and Inſnficiency of whar the Þre- 
thren art T.itt/e St. Hellens have ſaid in the Third Papet 

for his Vindication, and that the Reverend Reouket 
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r, [ook 2 wrong way to defend him. He declares, that 
gh; MWDr. Cr. was only for. a Change of Perſon in the Singular 
{ers Number 3 and, tnat he never denied a Change of Per- 
feth Mrs in the plural; fo that here is the Anfrerer, and Ha- 
 Animadwerter OO 29 pong 4 the Re- 
wrend Brethren at 'Lutle St. Helens, and the Rebuker, 
miſrepreſenting Dr.Cr. by ſuggeſting, that he isfor a 
change of Perſons in the Plaral Number, and he makes 
the Change of Perſon Singular, (tho the Rebuker was for 
that) 40 be Crifpian, which he doth” in ſpight of: the 
Clearcſt Evidence; forthe Account he-gives of a Change 
of Perfon Singular, is only what 1s. true of a Change of 
?rſons plural in the unſound ſen{e,rhus, © A Change of 
© Pcrion; (faith he) Denotes: a Change, as to: Office, 
& Atts; Qaelities, Adjuntts, &c. really Inſeparable and- 
© peculiar to - either Chriſt on the one- part, and 
© Menon the other, &c. But, my Lord; Isit poth=: 
ble there ſhould be ſuch a Change of Perſong berweer 
Chriſt, and the Elect, thar Chriſt the: Saviour ſhould 
bethe Saved, and-the Eleft the ſaved, become the $4- 
viours, without a Change of Perſons ? PII not ſpeak one 
word of the Change of Infeperable 4#s, Qnalities and 
7. Ml 4djun@s, peculiar ro Chritt and the Eleft, without a 
'- © Change of Perſons berween em, for I do eſteem the 
', Wl 4r/ſner, as publiſhed, to be only the profound Contri- 
| vance of Mr. VV. to Entangle and Confound the  Mat- 
b/ 

: 
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ters Controverted, in ſuch a way as he thought: moſt 
likely to hide his real Sentiments, about: a Change of 
Perſons between Chrift and us ; and what isin Trurh'an 
- © Evincement, thar he is againſt ſuch a Change of Per- 
) © fors, as is neceſſary ro Explain the Dofrine! of-'Sati(- 
| W fattion, how elſe comes it to pals; that ſich perplexing 
Miſts in Mattcrs otherwiſe fo plain'and/obvions,. are 
hore raiſed? 5 1 04 tf 


Conſideration 
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Conſideration 1V. 


- 4. That he might leave no Place for ns''to'think ht 
is for that Commutation which Froteſt-»ts common 
Aſſkrt, he doth with our Adverſaries Pervert one 
Texts of Scripture, by which the Fruth is ſup. 
ported. | 

The ſeventh of the Hebrews, and the 224 Ferfe hath 


[!-.145 been generally by Proteſtants Inſiſted cn to prove that 
WIR 


Jeſus Chriſt, as our Srety, entred into the fame Bond 
with us, and that he by Vertue of the San&tion of the 
Law of Works was Obliged to ſuffer for our Sins ;' but 
with Zimborch, Curſclleus, and Crellius, who oppole the 
True Docrine of Satisfaction, he Perverts this Text, 
by making Chriſt to be a Surety only of the Covenant 
Grace, a:d notin the Law of Works, For ſaith» he, in 
Atan made Riphteous, p. 102, © Chriſt, where he's 
** called a Surety, was a Surety of the better Teſtament, 
« and therefore not of the Law of Works, which'en- 
* joined Obedience and Inflicted Death on' Sinners, 
&« Heb. 7. 22, the word dravnxn is ſometimes render\ 
*. Teſtament, ſometimes Covenant ; and well - it ' might 
* bz render'd a Legal Diſpoſition : But call it which 
* you will, this Teſtament, or Covenant, of ' which 
« Chriſt is Srety Here, cannot be the Covenant of 
«Works. It was not the Covenant that' obliged us 


© todie for Sin, or perfectly obey in a way of Merit, 


<« that here he is called - Surety of, Is the Law d& 
** Works that better Covenart, or Teſtament ? Or mult 
«. Chriſt be a Surety for ms, in the Covenant of 
<. TULo2zks, becauſe he is Surety of the better \Cove- 
 'nant which is not the Covenant of Works ? 'So Ct- 
ſelleus, non dici, Heb. 7. 22. Chriſtum.noſtrum Sponſorem 
apud Deum :, ſed itz haberi,, Tanto meoltioris Teſtament 
(/eu federis) fponſor faus eft i Jeſus; quod-lonve” alinm 


{enſum' 


a i” | 
ſenſum habet : Nimirum Deum, qui eſt nowi faderis au- 
tor, ad Certiores nos Reddendos, ſe fideliter executurum Pro- 
miſſa illo Contenta, modo's noftr parte Conditiones ejus 
ſervaremus dediſſe nobis Jeſum Sponſorem. Sed prop- 
ter Infirmitatem, fidei noſtre, aliquo divinorim Pons 
rm: opus: nobis erat. Relig. Chrit, Inſtit. lib, 5. c. 19. 
$.19.:To-the ſame Purpoſe-not only - Limborch, but 
Crellius himſelf. | 
But there being a Text expreſly affirming, That Chrift 
was made under the Law to Redeem them, thit are under 
the Laws that we might receive the Adoption of Sons, Gal. 
4.4; 5; He anſwers, © 1 might ſhow -how "the Context 
« doth Confine to the following Senſe, viz. Chrigt was 
& made under the Jewiſh Law, as Delivered four bun- 
 dred Years after the Promiſe, which could not'/give 
© Life, :nor the Spirit, under nhicb Law the Jewiſh Pe- 
© levers were ſhut up, &c. ub ſup. Þ. 110, Crellies'in 
Loc. Hoc .addidit, ut eum, non folum hominem,: ſed exiam 
quia ad. Judzos ex Legis Servitute Redimendos mitterd::s 
erat. \\ Judzum genere fuilſe doceret—Finis 1n#{orts 
Chriſti, ut Judz0s, qui Legi Moſaice mancipati' erant, & 
tum 1181s Ialedich1ou—Obnoxii, tum Ceremoniits Ob- 
UB [cr andes Subjedts, ab ca Servitnte Liberaret, &c, 
ht There 1s another Text, namely .Gallat, 3. 13. which 
<< faich, That Chris# was made a Curie to Redeem us from 
< MW te Curſe. And Mr. ather denying the Incarnation 'of 
of MW the Son-of God, to. bea Part of his Humiliation, Aſſert- 
us <d that al} thewhile Chris was in a State of Humiliation, 
t, MW was wader the Curſe ; fo in his- Righteouſneſs iof God, 
of MP 7- 10 this Mr. W. reply'd Man made Righteous, P.172. 
t WJ this:i5; @ Point, which that: Difficult: Text,: Gal. 3, 13. 
f Bl inilhvewer. Brove as+t the. whole Time, © But-why fo/Dff- 
a ficult ; Zext, in caſe:-he Agreed with your-L:otafhip, 
- I 20d the generality of Proteſtants, inthe Senſe: given of 
| 45 Lhe Diffculty muſt-lic in the Apoſtles» Atfrming, 
that. roRedeem us; fromthe Curſe. of; the Law, Chriſt 
#45.mage.a ure 3' that is,.:Chriſt by Vertve of the 
{17th B 2 Sanction 
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Sanftion of the Law, being +obliged to undergo the 
Wrath thereby Threatned, endured a proper-Puniſh 
ment for our Sins; which isfo contrary tathe Opinia 


- . of Mr. Y. and doth {ſo clearly prove what he denie 


that he is forced ro own it to be a Difficulty, Which he 
cannot eſcape (he ſecs) but by ſeeming to own that the 
Death of Chriſt in the Manner ot jr is, Aceurſed. $ 
P. 19. © The Death of Chriſt in the Manner pf it.ma; 


© (faith he) Accurſed, as well as Shameful. . Accurſed 
becauſe on the Crols, on the Tree, Dear. 21, 23:.% 


Curſellets Pauins,Citando iſtum Deutcronomii locum, al 
Explicandum Dtomodo Chritus pro nobis faftus eſe, 
MalediCtio, ſatis indicat Maledictionem, quam incurrit, 
in co ſolnm Conſticuiſle, 9zod Cruct tucrit, affxus, & 
tlic mortans, Relig. Chrift. Tnftit. lib. 5. c.19: Seft..20, 

Thus, my Lord, you tec, how Mr. J, Toyns with 


the, Common Adyvcrſary, im Perverting theſe Text;, 


and therefore Juſtly eſteemed to Agrce with them i 
what they hold about the Nature of Chris $tufatt- 
on, which makes it cvident, that he doth alſo, with 


them, deny ſuch a Communation as is neceſſary to Ex- 


plain this Doctrine, as held by Proteſtants. 


Conſideration V. 


5. The Commutation of Perſons between Chriſt and 
us, which he is for, as it is leis, much lefs than what 
Dr. Cr. is for, ſo 1's no more than what our Adverſa- 
rics on the other Extreme will grant ; for, if 1 gues 


Tight, they'll be for any Communation, or Change d 
; Perſons, if ſhort of what is neceſſary to Chris ſuffering 4 


Proper Puniſhment for our Sins; or ſhort of our Sins bc- 


: -Ing the 2eritorious Canſle of Chris Syfferings, That 
; Commmcarion which is neceſſary to, this much, is, I ap- 
* -preherid the only Medium between the Sorinianand Al- 

tinomian Extrenes, as ſet down by your Lordfhip : Bur 


"Juch 


the 
il 
nio 
leg 
h he 
C the 


ſuch a, Commutation there cannot, be, unleſs Chriſt /4- 
fuined the Perſon of Sinmers, ſo far, as to be juſtly 
Charged with the Guilt of their Sins, in the Senſe you 
have given, of, It. 


My LORD," | 

You, know, thatwhen we ſpeak of Chri#, as {uffer- 
ing for 15, we do not. here take the Perſon, we {peak of, 
Altraftly, as Tmn"cent, for then there is na. Queſtion, bur 
that the Pment of one, as. ſuch, is unjuſt, Bur, we 
Conſider him, as one fo ſubſtituted into ur Place, and 
Stead, as that the Gmilt of our Sins is Tranſlated unto 
him, and he juſlly.charged with it. He is not only 
dealt with as a Sinner, but with reſpe& to hin, who In- 
fitted che Puniſhment, there was the Conſideration of 
Sin asthe Reaſon and Cauſe of it; Whereas, if Chriſt 
be looke] on as Abſrat, from the Conſideration of his 
ſuftaining our Perſon, how can we eſteem him Guilty, 
unleſs he had been Per/onally ſo ; than, which nothing_1s 
more Blaſphemouſlv Abſurd. Beſides, if Chriſt $i] 
not at all Suſtain our Perſoz, how could he ſuffer in it ? 
Or, how could it be truly faid, that we ſuffered in Chrif, 
and ſeeing Sufftcrings are Eſſential to Puniſhment. it we 
ſufer*d not in Chriſt, how could we be properly ſaid to 
be Paniſhed in him 2 But, your Lordſhip has| welbob- 
[cry'd, from the Concetlions of: our Adverſaries; 55 that 
” tho they will not grant, that Chriſt was, Properly Pu- 
” niſkedfor us; vet, they cannot deny, but that we 
" may very Pro-erly be faid ro be Pumiſred in, Chriſt far 

* ous. $725... Diſc. of ChriP's Suffer. Cap, J. Sect. 2. |. 
Bur, my Lord, how clear ſocvcrthele things are, yet 
the Author of Goſpel Truth ated; in his Man made Righ- 
t2085, Þ. 5 8». doch. ncyerthele(s declare, ©.T hat Chrift 
aid not Anlwer the Demands of Juſtice, in,our Perſon, 
Pag. 98, &c. ;Denying Chriſt and us to. he in.Conſpefta 
fori, or (to uſe his own Phraſe) in Law Senſ? Dne 3 
and will not allow ſo much as what the 275derate and 
B 2 Tuids- 
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_** der how he lays fuch a ſtrels on a Change of Perſons, 


(22 
Judicious: Bifhop Reywolds on, Pſzl. 110 4. doth Aﬀen; 
where he ſaith, © Thar Chriſt had the 'Gnilt of Sin up: 
* on him ſo farasit noces an Obligation to\Puniſhment! 
* as he was our Surely; and fo in ſenſu Porea?, inthe 
* Sight of Goa's Court of Fuftice One with us==RF 
** and thcy in Conſpeitu Fori being as bur one Perſon, 
* But Mr. 7. tells us, That One Perſon, in Law, made 
* upof. Chrift and #s alike obeycd in, Law-/enſe, and 
+*.then D.1e JIerſon in Law ;; made up of him, and 
&* usalike Rewarded, p. 58. And in his Printed Letter 
to. Mr. Humfreys, as he doth contrary 'to the” Con- 
victions of his own Conſcience, repreſent me to be1 
Plcader for Dr. Cr's Change of Perſons, ſo he delves 
himſelf. thus. © Irs worth Mr. Lobb's Leaſure to con: 


© in C-”*sSenſe> How could Chriſt and we be One Per. 
© {en in Law, and yet Chriſt's Perſon and our Perlon 
© bemutvally changed, unleſs that both Perſons. were 
* changed intoa Tertium Quid ? And whereas Mr. Ma WW 
ther, in_ his Sermon of the Righteouſneſs of God, p.11, il 
had faid, © That the Ground and Reaſon of Chrifts {© 
& Sufterirg under the Curſe of the Law,, is, becauſe IM © 
© cur Gailr, our Sins were laid 'ugon him, 'and thence he ih © 
« ſuffer'd in our _/ead for them. Mr. WW. made this Re: | 
ply, Man made Righteous, .p 174. viz. * Oar Gut, or 
Sins were upor. him. Ctiſptan Phaſes, which for 
« ſome End er other he likes to Conſerate, But how! cat | 
heeſteem theſe Phraſes, viz. Our Guilt or 9nr Sins being 
on Chriſt to bc Cri} jar, if he holds ſuch a Commura- Il * 
tion of Perſons. between Chriſt and us, as implics, that Ill 
Chriſt was ſo Sueſtitzzred inro'our room and place, as to 
be charged with the Guilr'of our Sins ? E 
Belidcs, iN his Man made Righteors, he will not ad- 
mit, that we ſuffered, or were Punithed in Chrilt, 'be- 
caulethen, he thinks, _it muſt bc'granted, thar'we' /# 
twhed.in Chriſt, and were ur own Redcemers; where: 
2410s manifeſt, that the Satrfafzon doth not arife from 
out 


( 23 ) 
ur Suffering in Chriſt,, nor indeed from Chriſt's Sut- 
ferings.conſideted Abſolutely, and j» ſe, bur from the 


Ys Faher's Acceptation of the Son's Sufferings, asthey were 
KF x obligatione Leg, and Equivalent to the Demerit of 
© Fe our Sin. Bur Mr,F; here (peaking the ſame things with 
ron! (Mr. By; wecannot in reaſon ſuppoſe a Difference berween 
ade Mehem, 1n,. che Pojnt of a Commutation of Perſons, and 
and {before muſt conclude, the true Reaſon, why Mr. I. 
and {4£21'es, I hat Chriſt and weare One Perſon in Law ſenfe z 
ates WY T hat he ſuffered in our Perſon : That we were Puniſhed 
"6. Mis Chriſt, ©. to be, becauſe he is againſt ſuch a Com- 


mutation of Perſons, as is neceſſary to Exp/ain Chrill's 
100, 


nlt- 

*, Confederation VI. 

{on ; 

cre WY 6 I hat Mr. W. denies ſuch a Commuration, as is | 

1 I <ccllary.to Chrilt's ſuffering a Proper Puniſhment for | 

14 WM ur Sins, -15 further evinced, by his being fo Expreſs, \ | 
fs WI fhatche 0b/gation Chriſt lay under to ſuffer, isnotfrom \ | 


the Sarz#ion of the Law of Works; but, from the Pre- 
| cept of. the Law gf Mediation. ET 
In his Man made Ripghteons, p. 11, 12, and p.20, &c, 
He affirms. that the Obligation, Chriit lay under to 
» Wl fer, Adroſe.only from the Megiatorial Command, and 
n @ 15 own Conſent, and that he may the, more Plaufibly 
g [nfinuate this Notion, his Labour is ro, prove the Tncar- 
. WW Nation of the Son of God (ro which he could not be 
: i C4ged any otherwiſe than ex ſponfione by the Fathicr's 
; I Will and his own Conſent ) to be a Part of his Humilt- 
- I #207. Whence it is, that except he uſes the word [Hu- 
miiation] ina double ſenſe, as Socinns doth the Word 
[Curſe], he. mult hold, that Chriſt's Syferings are'nor 
Froper/y, Penal, for the Incarnation,, not beimg by Yers 
tueof, the Sanftion of the Law, ir cannot fall within the 
Compaſs. of a Proper Hanibenene: And, 1 Pn 
Wi | | he 


(24 ) 
he wow ſay,” thatthe Soh of God aſſumed our Natur 
by Vertue ot) the Sanfion, eſpecially, fecihg the aith 
Þ-62. ** A Penu[ Sandton, inrcaleob UhriſPs:Failute 
$5 had noroom m the-Lawof Mediation; becauſe ofithi 
*. Impotbbility of higNon-Performance,}(xndſceing' 
Penal Santtion never takes Pladeion any, but: upan«the 
Account:of a Failure of Obedience ro the:Precepts'ot 1 
Law, to'which itwas annexcd, the Incarmation cannot be 
by! Vertuc of a;Penal Sanction, in this Law;.and furch 
he'll notfay, it is from the Pena/ Sanction of tte Law if 
Works, theretore from no Penal SanEtion, and nor-Pro- 
perly Penal; And ſceing he has neither Diſtributed 
Chriſt's Humiliation into what is meerly AMiCtive, and 
Properly Penat; nor given any reaſon tor our doing fo, 
we muſt ſuppcle, that he looks on Chriſt's Humitation 
tobe all of a Piece, and no otherwiſe Penal then 1mpro- 
perly, Analogically, and Materially 1o, as this Part 
ChriſtY Humiliation was, | | 

In this Opinion of Mr. F. Fam confirm'd by what 


he'delivers, 'p. 111, 112. © Irwas nor from-any 'Ob- 


* ligation the Lawof Works had upon him, that he 
* bccame Ob/:ged to be a Sublet 3+ or, if He became 
* @ Subject, that he muſt Ote, whi'ſt he was an 
* Jnaocent Perſon ; where, by the Words:[whilit 
Finocent] | ſuppoſe he means, whilſt he Abſtair'd from 
tranſgrefſimngthe law, whilſt he remain'd Holy, Harm- 
leſs and Undefil'd ; whicly being ro: the: laſt, he. conld 
never be'Obliged to Die by Vertue'of this Penal: Sar- 

Etion. | 
Befides,what he ſo largcly infifts on, inthis ftrugles, to 
prove that Chriſt was not our: Money Surety inthe! Lay 
of Vorks, Centers in this,: That his Obligation to Jut- 
f:r; didnor ariſe from the SanCtion of the Law,\.and his 
Addition of {as 4 Pecuniary' Surety? ts Delign'd chiefly 
cover his Notion, and by: cafting Reproachrion his 
Orthodox Oppoſers, to drive his Utnthinking: Reade 
iromthe Truth, and Diſpole'cnvtoa more ay Er 
| Facing 


0 25 ) 
bracing his own: Nottens.0 1nc jog « /Fher Thing 
& which deny (firhe) 1s;vchat Chailtibyrhisd 
6:ence made Artunemont; or: Merned:tor us. as aÞro- 
& er Perammiary Surety ih the-Lawiof Warks 1 he Ehin 
« x5 quiteotherwite; :tor Chriſt Suffer Þ;:and'Obeyed, 
& asa Principaland Dole Undertaker, & not asa Surety, 
« that: ſuppbſed us Principals, 1n that Undertaking. He 
© board himſelt to'God ro give: lns-Lite byvDying- 4: 
© our Steadz/to fave ours'y; but herwas'never-bbond in 
© One Bond withius, thathe ſhould do'{o. . I: ſhalt :give 
© youa few Reaſons 'of mar.y. onto Aw 


My: LORD. - 'j lion H 2#irnt/ 
What can thele- words [Chriſt was, :NeVer,: Never 
Bound+in Ore Bond with'us, to Die, or:Sutter]' {1gnifte 
lefsthanthat as he was not Origina//y under the Bonds 
and Obligations of the Law of /'Works; '{o: he 'n&- 
ver was ex ſponſione ; As much; asif it had been ſaid, 
Chriſt's Saflerings were not 1ex Obtigatione! Legis,\ his 
Obligation'to ſuffer, was not by:Vertue of the SanCtion 
of the: Law; | oneat * 
Toftrengthen this Conſideration, it is but to Repre- 
ſent unto/Your Lordfhip,y what he has its bis 'Haſly A4- 
nmaduerſons/ on my Defence, p," 89," where)he: allies 


, me, he cannot think, -thar Chris Obligations tor ſufter 


the Puniſhment of our Sins; did 1r:medratety refalt from 
the Law : Whereas your | Lordſhip - knows; / that tho' 
Chriſt came mot -under che Obligation of 'the'! Law» of 
Works, but by the Father's Will, and his own Conſent, 
as Agreed unto; inthe Covenant of Redewrptions yer, on 
nis Entring; intothe Office of a Mediatour, the Obliga- 
non ro fatter for Sin, is! immediately by Vertze of the 
$ar#50n ofthe Law. If then, Chrilt's Ob&zatign to Sut- 
terings did notRetuietrom this Law, our Sins! were not 
the: tmpulfive\Caule of his Sufferings z of if 1t did)2116t 
Immediately, our Sins were but the! Remote Canſe;ior 


Octafion, hot a ncar Impullive,'or Proper:Meritorious 


Caulſc 


(26) 

Cauſcof them, which-is asmueh as to Aﬀfirm, Chrif 
Sufferings tho Inproperly, Analogitally,: and: Material 
et not. Property, and: Formally -Perrae, and that therefor 
r.W.-S againſt ſuch a Communation of, Perſons 2; 
neceſſary to Explain Chri#'s SatisfaCtian- + dial 


My. LORD, | FB 

The Force of this Argument doth, count, lie. i 
chis, that the Qbdigatior to a Proper Puniſhment, mul 
be by Pertue of the 'Santtion of the Divine Jaws Tha 
Mr. I. is politive, the Obligation, which Chri# lay yn 
der to {ufter, was not from the Law of. Works ; not 
from a Penal Sanction of the Mediatorial Law, for: i 
has none, bur'from rhe Precept of that Law, and. his 
own Conſcn:, tor which reaſon, Iam induced to:Con 
clude, that he Denics Chris Sufferings ro be; Properly 
Penal, and conlonantly hereunto, he cannot be for ſuch 
a Commutation of Perſons as is neceflary to, Explaia 
Chri#'s Satisfaction 3 and ofthis Opinion I ſhall be,til 
he ſhews us by Vere of what $ an#tion Ghrift was Obligel 
to Suffer. 7 


My LORD. 
Theſe Contiderarions ſet together in conjunRion with 
the: Zarden ot his Man made Righteous, which was pub: 
liſhed ſince the Agreement Decemb.g2, {eems to us, tobe 
of force, and juffictent to Juſtifte-our Fears, rhat ſuch a 
Commutation is denied by Mr. IV. as is neceflary to Ex: 
plainChri#”s Satisfaction. * 

- Bar irs urged againſt us, That he owns Chris Suf- 
”| | ferings to be Penal; and that they were. in our lace. 
*' : and fread, as well as for our Good, To which I An 

{wer 
+1; Your Lordſhip has. obſerv'd, that Creffins has. in 
Appearance made confiderable Appraaches rowaxds us, 
and” nevertheleſs very far from-owning, the, I ruth 
That * Their Concelflions in Terms arc ns/75 lo 
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(27) 
fair, as tho the Diflerence were meerly about Wards, 
without any confiderable'Difference1n the Thing | ig 
ſelf : 1f we charge them with denying SatisfaQton, 
Crellins Anſwers:inthe Name of them, that weido:ir' 
1njutiy, for they do Acknowledge a Satufattion worthy 
of God, and agreeab- ro the Scriptures, If we cn: 
them with denying that our Salvation is obtained by 
the Death of Chrirt, they afſert the contrary; as ap- 
WW pears by the fame 4uthor. ' Nay, Ruariws Attributes 
Verit to the Death of Far too. They Ac- 


knowledge that Chri# died for us; nay, that there 
"6 was a Commutation between Chrift and «s, both. of One 
18 Perſon for” another, 'and of a Price for a Perſmy and 
W* that the Death of Chrif might be {aid ro move God 
WF 'to Redeem tis; they Acknowledge Reconciliation, and 
-Etptation of {Sins to beby the Death of Chrift. Nay, 
WM they Ailert, That Chrif's Death was by reaſon of .onr 
© Sis, and that God deigned by that to ſhew: his Severity 
' againſt Siv. And what could wedelire more, if they 
" meantthe {ame thing by<theſe words which we.do2' 
* Suf. of Chr. cap. 2. Set. 1. And what has Mr.#V. 
ſaid more?  Doth Mr. P/. ſay, that Chrii bore the pu- 
niſhment of our Sins> Crellius ſays the ſame, only.with 
thisExplication, viz. that it muſt be taken. Materially 
and Improfert which is the ſenſe, in which Mr. B..and 
conſequently Mr.VV.takeit? Or, whatelſe doth Mr#V. 
tonching rhe-Nature of Satisfa#ion affirm, that Crellias 
doth not grant? They ay, indeed that Mr:#7, holds 
Chris Sufferings to be not cnly for our Good and Benefit, 
f-MWbur alſo to bein'ow placeand fead, a point which: Crel- 
+ | - would neyer Acknowledge. To which: I An- 
"W:wcr. | ; 
2. Thetruc Reaſon, why Crellius would not allowof 
1 Criffs ſuffering tobe '[9fr0 loco, or vice noftray in our 
' Hlwre and fead] was, 'becaule theſe; Phraſes did, i in; his 
' 
, 


judgment, {ignifie the ſame rhing wich ſuch a Surroga- 
ton, as'Imports,/ that Chrif was-put mo our State.and 
[ Place 
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(22) 

Place to ſuffcr the very Puniſhment we had 'Deſeryed} 
our $775, which could:not be unleſs he came tmder oi 
Obligation of the Law 'we had tranſereſſed': Nay; he tu 
ic further, Affirming, that Chris faffeting' vice nb 
doth ſignifie that the Syfferings muſt be rhe [ame'wit 
ours 1n every Reffeft, and conſequently Erernalt, arid thy 
our De{verance mult immediately; even ipſo'fato, fl 
low thereupon. PANS TD BAY 

Thus Crellins having ſpoken of a Proper Surtogay 
on, adds, Hoc ipſum fignificari ſolet cun1"qs vite, 1 
Loco atterins gquicquam dicitur perpeſſmi—- Nam it 
quod nos Pati merebamurs erat #ors Eternay &c: Mort 
particularly he underſtood theſe Phraſes Tſutfering Yi 
noftra, Loco noftro] as Importing the ſame with Nomimn 
rofro, and in a ſenſe neceſſary to their being properly 
Penal. For (faith he) Sz Chrifas ob Peceata noftra pu- 
nitus fit a Deo, neceſſe ef eum noſfro J2omine, "(x 
noſfro Loco, «c Utce Poenam 7//ant perpendiſſe; y 
quidem cum cateris omnibus, qui iſtam Chriſti Sattsfart 
onem defendunt, contendit Grotius, & resipſa copit. H 
enim, vel ſua Nomine, eam penam pependit Chriſtus, ve 
noſire. Non fit, cam fuit Fnnocentifiithnus; & is qui 
Pznam Excgille Statritur Juſtidimus. Kefpony. ad Grit, 
exp 9. Patt I. Cap. 4. Part. 2. cxte-cah | 

As theſe Phraſes denote, that Chriſt's Sufferings were 


. ex Obtigatione I egis, and properly penal; ' that our Sins 


were their Meritorious Cauſe; ſo it was, thar Crelfins op- 
poſed them, fo that if Mr:YT. denies our Sins ro be the 
Meritorious. Cauſe of ChriiPs Sufferings, 'or Chrift®s Suf- 
fcringsto be ex Ob/ijzatione Legs, and properly penal,tho 
he is forthe Phraſes which Crel/ius RejeCfts,' he owns no 
more than Cre//ivs dorh,” as to the Thing it felt.” 
Toclear this; 1Ps {uffictent to-obſerve. | 
1; That tho Mr. B. whote Notzons ate the Rule Y 
which we;muſt Judge of Mr: VV. in' the pteſent Ca 


" 


doth Diſtinguiſh Chriſt's dying ## 047 paice ant fe, 
from his d, ing for 0” Benefit and Advantage, Aﬀirming 


Chrilt' 


" «7 
kriſ's Suffering in our ffead to be. the preſuppoſed 
ound of his Suttering for our Good; "yet, when he ex- 
Mains himſclt, the whole he faith on this occaſion, ſig- 
fcch, no,more thanthatChriſt fuficred for our Sins, as 
"Whc 2ro-canſa Meritoria, or awour $1ns were the Oceafion, 
Wor proper Meritorious. cauſe of his Sufferingsz which 
Wrel4us has oft readily. granted, | 
'2. Iesimpotlible for Mr, VV. in Conſiſtance with his 
Man made Righteous, to hold, that Chriſtſuffered inowr 
lice and/Feqad, in the common ſenſe of Proteſtants. For 
2 Where he.45 ſo vehement in denying Chriſt's Sufferings to 
Wc by Vertue of the Sarittion of 'the Law, and fo full in af- 
1 crting, that the Obligation Chriſt lay under to ſuffer, 
'Waroſc only irom the Precept of the Mediatorial Law, that 
ecannot hold Chriſt's Sufferings to be in our p/ace and 
ead any otherwiſcthan as irfignifieth no more than for 
our Benefit and Advantage, © oooh To ORD! 
*y By Chrift's:ſuffering inowr place and fead (as Te 
When) irs meant, char. whereas we were by Vertue of the 
Lf Sanfion of the Law of Works obliged to'a proper Pu- 
"ment, Chriſt treely came into this Place, andby Ver- 
value of chis Sanction, {uttered what we Deſerv'd.  Tfthen 
qui Chriit's Sufferings were not ex Ob/zgatione Legi, but'only 
+ WM ex Obligatione Sponſzonr, by Vertue of a Precept of the 
KB Law of Mediation, he never came into-our place; \he 
ore vever ſuficred in our fead, as theſe phraſes ſignifi ſome- 
67: What more than tor our Good. d\1nY 
Sufferings, properly penal muſt be by Vertue of the 
the WY Santtion of a Law, (as the Sufferings are to' which we 
of Ml and ge) and that Chrift mighc fuffer Penally,rwas 
tho neceſſary be beſubſlituted 1nto,our place and room, tliat 


ed 
Tt I, 


1s, to.be ſounder the Law of VVorks, that his Obligation 
to ſuffer be s72mediately by Verne of che Sanction. 'Biit 
this Mr. VV. denies, declaring. that Chris Obligation 
by il 2 ſuffer was onlvby. Vere of the!Mediarorial Law. 
2 How then could, he be ſubſtiruted:inro our'place? 'We 
© cre under the Qbligarion/ of the Lew! of 'VIorks. bor 
IE £  Chri 


SIR 


C7 . 
Chrift was never theres He was underthe Ovligation 
the 'Medratorial Law, and there we never were. Ani 
ſurely” Mr. wonr ſay, That Chrift was vnder 'th 
Obligation of the Law of Grace, as Diſtingaiſh'd roy 
che'\Law of Mediation ; What place then were we in; tf} 
Chriſt ctocome into it > _— 
"Tis true, he faith, that the Efentials of the Law of 
Wrks were taken into the Medzatorial Law, but thei 
he over'and over has it, that Chriſt Jay uttder no blip 
tzon te) obey either Attively or Paſſeſyany otherwile tha 
by Vertue oft the Preceprs of this Law.” So P. 6y 
* Chriſt's 'Aftive and Paihve Obedience became Fo 
& mally a Comtleat Righteouſneſs, as what he did and Wl 
& fer'd> was an exact f#filling of the- Conditions of ti 
* Rewardin the Sanction, [rhat is of 'the Covenant 
Redemption.] - And p. 12. From this Covenant [y 
wit the Law of Mediation] ariſeth the Immediate Obligh 
tion of Chriſt, in all his Obedience, [a part of which, lei 
_ bis Sufferings] as well as the Rule and Meaſun 
of it. '- | & 
 Thus,'my Lord, it ſcems very plain to me, thar It 
cannot, upon the Foundation he has laid, hold tha 
Chriſt ſuffer'd 27 our fead, or endured the Pu niſhmett 
ofoni Sins. in any other ſenſe than that in which"Mr.$ 
has Explained ic; which is, that our Sins were the:Oc 
cation; or Pro-canſtmeritoria of Chriſt's Sufferings, ani 
Chriſt's Sufferings only Improperly NMeeeialy and 
Ahalogicalty penal ; for, as to the Obedien 
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ence and Suffer 
ings, which the Law of Works enjoyned, the matt? 
of *em only is taken into the Law of Mediation, and 
they become Formally a Righteouſnels, by.cheir Coptot: 
miry ro the Mediatorial Commandments. | 


My LORD, nh | 
Mr. #.T confeſs, aims at a'Notion which our Ag 
verfaries, who wanting neithcr Learning.nor, Couradh 
haye' clearly» ſtated, bur' for ſome Reaſons VOVR to 
+ ) 6 BY" CI1CM, 
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(0 3x ) ER 
-  Mhcm, who know. him beſt, he is, in what he Nelivers, 
cry Obſcure and Perplex'ds for, whilit he 1s baretac'd 
Woough, in affirming, That Chris /Sufferings, which, 
Wor cheir, Matter fell under the Law of | Works,| became 


© +@)blicatory. upto him only bythe Precepr/ of the\Law 
hi Mediation, he doth not only. Iabour-zo conceal; his 


Npizions about a.Commutation, and how Chriſt s Suffetings 
1. in 047 ſtead 3. and. in what ſenſe they are Penal, BC. 
17: Wut he doth-alſo confound 'the Law of VVorks: with the 


BMediatorial; Law, in his Arguings, as At: his-Oppoſers 


1d, that Chriſt was Confitu:ed Mediatour by the Law 


+» 7 /Vorks, and in Contradiftion unto them, he Ad- 


{ances fuch. a Notion of Imputed Righteouſneſs, as is 
few, Diftcrcat from, and. Subyecrlive of the Protefturtt 
MP 4ith ; for, according to him, it is a Righteouſneſs which 

\Micth not in Conformuty either to the Law of YVorks, of 
Was of Grace. | | 


The Controverfic about Imputed Righteonſn ſs, as: 1t 


> 'Mhath been Agirated berwcen Protefants and (cungions e 
Ws, Whether ic be a Righteouſneſs, that Anfwersithe 


{Obligation of, the Law of YYorks ; or of- the Law of 
\ WMorace? TI he Proteſtants generally Afirming, That 4r 


'- WAnſwers the Law of YVorks. and ſome others, the' Law 
uw: of Grace, and that it was Faith it felf' the Act oft Behic- 
5. Wing, that was Irfuted and counted for. Righteouſneſs. 


But Mr. 77, is potitive, That Imputed Righteonfſneſoisa 


| yoooets G10" n& trom both theſe, even;a Righre- 
& Moulncls anſwering the Ob/gations of rhe Lawot Me- 


My. LOR D, £34 | 
Mr, VV. Aflerts, That it is Chriſt's Righteouſneſs 
that is Imputed ; that Chriſt was never under the Bonds 
or Obligation of the Law of Works! thatthe was only 
Wby.hisown Conſentunder the Law of +Mediation 3'dnd 


> M'hat it is the, Mediatori/ Righteouſneſs..of Chriſt; that 


Yo Impined, Yea furcher, Thar the Mii of disRighs 


teoulneſs 


(32) 
reouſneſs are not only madc ours; Burt betides theſe, the 
very Righteouſneſs of Chritt is Imputed to true Belicyer, 
which is as much as if it had been ſaid, Chriſt's Media. 
torial Righteouſneſs, in ſe,” is Imputed ro*em, whence j; 
15, that he freely grants, we are not Jultified either by 
Rightcouſneſsani{wering the Obligations of the Law of 


Works, or of the Law of Grace, bccaule ir is by the ff 


Mediatorial Righteouſneſs. 

Now-this Mediatorial Righteouſnels being of a very 
large and comprehenſive Extent, doth not only include 
the Martcrof that Rightcouſncis enjoyned by the Lay 
of Works, but the Incarnation of the Son of God; and all 
that Chriſt-did as Mediatoxr, this whole Righteouſneis 
1s by Imputation madetheir Righteouſneis, which is in- 
deed to make us more Righteousthan Mr. Mather, (who 
confin'd it to his anſwering the Obligation of the Lay 
of Works) has done ; and how he can Affirm that 
Chriſt's MediatorialRightcouſneſs it ſelf is Imputed to 
us;ywithout makingus Mediators, I cannor, according 
ro his way of Reaſoning, comprehend. 


Mv LORD, 

Mr. 77. faith, That Chriſt ſuffered in oxr ſtead ; and 
when he faith thus much, his true mcaning 1s, that 
Chrift's Sufkerings, as an At of Obedience tothe Media- 
_. torial Law, is in our ſtead; and if fo, all his Mediato- 
rial Obedience mult be in our ſicad too : For (faith he) 
Man made-Riphtens, p.22. © It Chriſt's Sufferings were 
* a part of his Obedience, then we were made Righ- 
* reous thereby, or we are made Righteous only by 
© {ome part of his Obedience, which, Iſuppoſc, you'! 
«not affirm. Theſe are Mr. VV. his own Words ; and 
why doth he ſuppoſe, that we will not Afﬀfirm, that we 
are made Righteous by a part of Chriſt's Obedience, 
h--hecauſe he is-under the tulleſt Perſwaſton, that evc- 
Iy'part of ChriſPs Obedience. whether Ative or Paſa, 


is Mediatorial,- and of fuch a Nature, that what is ray 
al 


where ſaith, © His Sufferingswere both SatisfaRtory and 
« Meritorious, and his Active Obedience Meritorious 
© and SatisfaQtory, p.' 25. whence I infer (and I think 
with good reaſon) that the whole of Chriſt's Mediatos 


I rial Righreouſneſs was (according unto him) as much in 


or jfead, as any one part of it, viz. The Son of God's 
Aſſuming our Narure, his gathering in the Ele&, and 
railing them to Glory, 1s all done inour place and /ead : 
But, in what ſenſe can he hold, that theſe. things are 
done by Chriſt in our fead ? In none, undoubrediy, un- 
Jes he meahs no more by #t, than is imported by that 
other Phraſe, CFor our Good.) 

That the Son of God's afluming Humane Nature 
his gathering in the Ele&t; begetting a Sced, giving 
them Grace z delivering them from all their Enemies ; 
and at laſt raiſing them to Glory, are Parts of Chrilt's 
Mediatorial Righteouſneſs, and for our Urility and 
Profir, we believe: But we cart think the Son of God 
did and in our ftead, to-do theſe things for us. We 
were never Obliged to theſe Mediatorial Acts, and 
therefore Chriſt by coming under the Obligation to do 
them, came not into or Place, to do them in our ftead. 
And, ſceing he is of Opinion, that Chriſt's Suficrings 
in this T ranſaCtion are to be conſidered only as Media- 
total Acts, how can he hold them ro be in our fead 
any otherwiſe than his other Mediatorial Acts are, 
= of which he muit acknowledge, were only for our 
00d. 


My LORD, | 

Before | diſmiſs this Point, *rwill be (1 humbly ap- 
prehend) neceflary, thar I repreſent unto you as clearly 
as] can, the SubFarce of his Notion, in this particular, 
not doubting but that *rwill greatly contribute towards 
the more full taking in thetrue Deſigns of ics Author z 
and ro this end I will go back fo far as his ſeventh Prope- 
GC {tion 
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aid of one part, istrue of eyery part; and as he clſe- 


ſition, p. 13. which is. © Prop. 7. Satisfactfor being 


© to be made for theinnumerableSins committed, and 
© not only Forfeited Blefſings but even Greater to be 
* Cd and that for many ; the Obedience of Chrii 
* muſt Exceed what the Law of TUozks Jn: 
* joyned Mankind as the Conditton of it's Re: 
** ward, 

In his Explications, he ſhewerth how far, and upon 
what reaſon, Chritt's Satisfactory and Meritorious Righ- 
tcouſneſs Exceeds what the Law of Works Injoyned, 
And in p. 62. © This Righteouſneſs of Chriſt as the 
«© Perfo2med Condition of che Reward, was a Fe- 
deral Righteouſneſs, above what was to be Man's 
* Righteouſneſs by the Law of TUozks, which 
& could not be, but that the Conditions conſented to by 
& Chriſt in the Covenant of Redemption were other, and 
« Greater than what were required of Adam by the 
& Covenant of TUL02kS, 

In P. 64. © If you ask why Chris Righteouſnel, 
« muſt thus QErceen whar the Law of Works Ordained? 
& Tanſwer : Irs more to purchaſe Gzeater Bleſſings 
* for one that has forfeited all Good, than to continue 
& /efſer Bleikings, tho with ſome Addition to one that 
* has not forteired. So far Mr. W. 

Whence Iobſerve, Thar according to his Afſertions, 
the Reward Bclievcrs have a Rzzht unto, by Vertue of 
Chris Righteouſneſs is much greater than could be 
merited by a Righteouſneſs anſwering the Law of Works; 
and the Righteouſneſs by which the Reward is merited, 
is much aboye what this Law required, it lying in the 
Performance of the Conditions enjoyncd by the Law of 
Redemption, which (he ſays) is Imputed to us for our 
Fuſtification. So P. 75. © Chriſtians become thus Riph- 
© tcous upon believing, by tke Righteouſneſs of 
« Chit Tmputed to them, in their Juitificarion; 
© and by the continuance of this Imputation, they tc 
*© main Righteous ——T hen headds, & Fr 

&« plai 


( 35. 

« plain this Great Truth of Juſtification by the Impu- 

& zed Righteouſneſs of Chrift. Fg 

be & jt, Thereis a making us Righteons, as it 1s a giving 

x © a Believer a Right ro Pardon, 4bſolution from the 

nh: © Curſe, Adoption and Acceptance, which 1s by Impu- 

2: © ting the Righteouſneſs of Chri# to the Believer. 

£ Chris Righteouſneſs may be conſidered, 

on © 1. As a fat Perfonmance of the Conditions of 

h- I © the Covenant of Redemption, - which included a 

d. Ml © full Conformity ro the Law of Works; yea, anni 

he Ml © moe: | 

by « 2: An Adjudged Right tothe Promiſed Reward for 

's © his Performance of thoſe -Condicions, now both 

<< © thele are 1mpated to the Believer, in this firſt Conſi- 

»y | © deration of Giving a Rtght to Pardon, &c. 

1d Y Hereis, my Lord, an Impatation of a twofold Righ- 

he I tcouineſs for our Jultification, neither of which, as 

ſuch, belong to the Law of Works, or to the Law cf 

els WM Grace. 

{> Thefr# lieth in a Performance of all Required of 

1s I Cri? by the Preceptive part of the Mediatorial Law. 

uw The ſecondis an Adjudged Ripht to the Promiſed Re- 

at © ward ; which, as it Reſults therefrom, {ſo it Includes in *© 

it more, much more than was comptchended in the Re- 

1s, @ »ard Promiſed in the Law of Works. | 

of And an(ſwcrable hereunto, there is a twofold JmpUu- 

vc tation; C 

5; 1he firf Mediate, which is of that Rightcouſneſs 

d, MW which licth in the Performance of the Conditions of our 

be I Salvation. | Es 

ol The ſecond is Chaſt's Adjudged Right to hisSeceds 

ur Pardon, Abſolution from the Law Curſe, Acceptance 

b-© and Adoption, which is fmmedfately Jmputed ro 

of Believers, as his Regenerate Sezd and Members of his 

n;W 14fical Body. This Right is eſteemed, yea made theirs 

<-M (lays he) they have not meerly the Benefits given them, 

but they are Inveſted in That's Right wo GO 
2 nefits : 


'" (36) 
17 nefits: Believers are not only Pardoned, nor have they 
| only a &yht to Pardon, by promiſe of a Pardon, bt 
they have Chalſt's Right to that Pardon, even Is 
"8 Adjudged Right, that Believers ſhall be pardoned; 
8 Conſequeut upon his Right to Pardon, God atual) 
| forgives, Adopts and gives the Earin« {tf of Gloy 


| | b* _— thus Jtiveſfed in the Righteouſneſs of 
1-18 Cirtst. : 
To ſum up his Notion ; The Believer, who at laſt; 
. Actually pardoned, hath fir a Rtght to Pardor ; for 
as Chriſt's fill Performance of the Conditions of the Co- 
venant of Redemption, or Mediatorial Law is a Righ- 
/ reouſneſs MeMately Imputed to Believers for thei 
*' BRightto pardon; fo: there is another Righteouſneſs 
I: Chris, even his ADJUDNLD Bight to the Reward, which 
1s zmmeatately Imputed to them, whereby they have 
Right, yea Chriſt's Right to pardon. - So that it's non 
apparent, that Mr. W. holds, 

I. That Juſtification doth not in its primary Conſ- 
|  deration, Include the Pardon of Sin, but only a Right 
[i ” hereunto ; as if we might believe, and not be thereupon 
; 
| 


<<, <= = — Tn oo — _—_ 


IJ 


AteFually pardoned, p. 76, 78. 

2, That the Kriphteonſncſs of Chriſt, by which we are 
Juſtified, is not a Righteouſneſs formally anſwering tt 
Obligation of the Law of Works, or of the Law & 
Grace, but only of the Aediatorial Law, It licth in the 
Fuli Performance of the Conditions of the Covenant of 

| Redemption, orin an entire Conformity to the Media 

'' Tzorial Law, and Chriſt's Adjudged Right unto the 
promiſed Reward annexed thereunto. It is the 
Mediatorial Righteonſneſs, which is Imputed unto us 
| Bot, 
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18 Whether his Allerting, that Tſtification primarily 
| doth Include in it the Believer's Right ; yea Chriſt 


Avjudged Right to Pardon and Adoption, &c. ve 
| tial 
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that Chriſt's Imputed Righteouſneſs for Juſtincatias lieth 
but Wir a f3ell Performance of the Conditions of the Cove- 
IIs nant. of Redemption, and 1n Chriſt's 4djzdged Ripht to 
ed: the Reward, be the common Do&Erine of Proteſtants ? 
ual\Mj humbly ſubmit to your Lordſhip's Conſideration. 
1017 gut whether it be or not, I add. | 
ſs 3. That his making Chriſt's Righteouſneſs both A@G- 
| Mie and Paſſive, Satisfatory and Meritorious to Iye for- 
aſt mally in Anſw ering the Obligation of the Precepts of the Me- 
; or Eatorial Law, doth ſufficiently inſtru& us, that he muſt 
(0 64 Chriſt's Sufterings, or Obedience to be in our 
181 :1:ce and Ffead, in the ſound ſenſe, and-that therefore 
heir they cannot be a proper Satisfaction, or Merit for us in. 
f "MW what Chriſt did and Sultered, as profeſſed by Prote- 
ne FI 
'c i Had he not fancied he had hit on a Notion to intro- 
nn duce this whole Scheme in a more eafie way than his 
Learned Corypheus thought on, he would have Adhe- 
20M red as firmly to him, 1a the Point of Justification, ashe 
18100 had done in that other of SatisfaGion ;, but daring more 
PU than he, becauſe he ſaw not ſo much, whilſt he OWNS. - 
the Came Notion, he has thus Involy 74 himſelf in this 
finer Explication , And, in the Upſhot muſt either A-, 
bandon his Corypheus, , in the Dodtrine of Imputed 
Righteouſneſs, or own that *tis Imputed only mm its Efe 
ths, 

To return. By theſe few Intimations in Connexion 
with what has been urged in my Deferce of the Report, 
ant a Rejedting the ſeveral Phraſes, commonly uſed by 
Prote5tants to expreſs the Truth in the Controverted 


they 


> are 
the 
7 
the 
It of 
digs 

the 
the 


Y Points, and the Reaſons afſigned for the doing ſo, your 
Lordſhip will ſee, that the Offence aroſe from an Ap- 
preheniion, that the rap vis of Chriſt's Satisfaction 1s 

a Oppngned ; and that Nr. Wiizams doth hold, That 

rv} Chriſt did not ſo fa: -u8; 'ain the Perſon of Staners, as to 

fac pou him a proper Puniſhment,and that he is again/t 
| 'S Z {c. ch 


lt 
1nd 
hat 


ws.7 
fuch a Commutation of Perſons as is neceſſary to Ex. 
plainthe DoRrine of SatisfaQtion. 


My L ORD, 

| We are not fond of the Controverted Phraſes any 
otherwiſe, than as they expreſs the Truth about Chriſt's 
Satisfaftion, we take not up only with a Set of Phraſe 
and Common Expreſſions withaut a Senſe or Meaning 
nor in the Criſpian Senſe. It is the ſound Senſe, in 
which your Lordſhip hath uſed theſe Expreſſions, we 
Contend for ; and ſome Words, Terms, and Phraſe 
we muſt uſe to Convey our Notions to Others by ; and 
if it be declared, That our Sins were the near Impul- 
ſive Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings, that Chriſt was Obli. 
ged by Vertue of the Sanftion of the Law to ſuffer, and 
that his Sufferings are more than Improperly, Analo- 
gically, and Materially, even Properly and Formally 
Penal, it will not only ſatisfie me, but all my Brethren, 
ſo far as I am capable of Underſtanding their true Sen 
For, my Lord, whatever others ſuggeſt, this is the 
plain State of the Caſe. And here we muſt fix our Foot, 
and deſire Satisfaction from our ſuſpected Brother 
Mr. W. being willing to give the moſt Satisfadtion to all 
Men, as to the Caſe your Lordſhip mentions, of which 
more in the Cloſe. | 
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My LORD, 

The true Reaſon why we are ſo much concern in 
this Matter, is becauſe, as your Lordſhipdoth very well 
know, it is the Doctrine of Chriſt's Satisfaction, that 
1s by a Mighty Force Oppugned at this time, that one 
Method they have taken, as moſt likely to propagate 
their Notions by, is the pretending an Agreement be- 
tween the Catholick Church and themſelves, that they 
have laboured this thing once and again ; and that ve- 
1y lately, wherein they have been nibling at your Lord- Il / 
ſhips Impregnable Defence of the Truth, in Oppoſition 
Pr 3 Oe Or ns 99 
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unto *em 3 That in point of Satisfa&tion, they grant 
3 much as Mr. B. for in the Agreement of the Uni- 
tarians with the Catholick Church, p. 36. it's aftirm'd 
they hold, © That tho Chriſt did not undergo Puniſh- 
« ment, properly ſo called, yet he did fo, in a Popu- 
& lar Senſe of the word Puniſhment. And, for the 
Suffering #2 our ſtead, which is rather tolerable and paſ- 
fable than proper, may be: well admitted in this Senſe, 
0iz, That, if the Lord Chriſt had not Suffered, we (the 
AqQual Offenders) ſhould have been Puniſhed, 


Ex. 


what you have ſaid on this point'clears it, that the 
Heart of the Controverſic lieth in the Aſſerting or De- 
vying Our Sins to be the near Impullive, or Properly Mert- 
torious Canſe of Chri#t's Sufferings ;, and his Sufferings to 


Impulſive, or Meritorious Cauſe of Chri#t's Sufferings, 
and his Sufferings a proper Puniſhment. Grotius, 1n his 
Diſcourſe de Satisfadtione, is expreſs, That one Cauſe 
which moved God to give up his Son to Sufferings, 
were our S1ns as they deſerved puniſhment. Caſa al- 
tera, que Deum movit, ſunt Peccata noſtra Peenam Com- 
merentia. Traditus elt Chriſtus propter Peccata noſtra, 
ROM. 4. 25. Uhi ef Jie cum accuſativo: Que apud 
Grece Lingue Artores ſacros& profanos ut/zitati/jima ef 
ta cauſe Impullive - Quoties wero Dbrafis iſta, 
propter Peccata Perpeſſiombus junpitur, Diverſum a Cauſa 
Impulſiva ſenſum non recipit. 
ti eu poſit efſe Multiplex, hoc loco Meritoria acciprenda 
i 67. Agitur enim de Paena, ut mox oftendemus. Peccata 
te i atten Poenz cauſa ſunt, non aliter quam per modum Me- 
= B77 Manet ergo illud Jnconicuſſum Phraſzn ob pec- 
7 WW cata, cauſam denotare Impultivam & quidem Meritoriam 
-K —— latelligi hinc poteſt, quam non recte Soctnus 
- W "get, prater Dei & Chriſti Yoluntatem, Cauſam antece- 
dentem, mortis Chriſti poſſe reperiri : Quod Plane adver- 

"264 laxur 


But, my Lord, if I miſtake not ; Grotius, Yoſſi, and | 


be properly Penal; and that the Defenders of the Catho- | 
lick Faith, contend earneſtly, that our Sins are the near / 


Cauſa autem Impulſiva *. 
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Fator Pauli Dido, Gal. 2. 21. And as Grotius, in Op. 
polition to Soctinres, affirms our Sims to be an Antecedin 
Impulſzve, Meritorious Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings, in 
like manner he is as politive, that Chriſt's Sufferings ar 
Penal, or that the Formal Cauſe of Chriſt's Satisfa&tion 
1s his enduring the Puniſhment of our Sins. Forma ea 
Pznarum pro peccatis noſtris per ſolutio: Ozod Dj. 
ftricte negat Socinus. QOrare hoc ipſum breviter probali. 
-mus, This great Man in the Cloſe of thoſe Arguments 
which he urged to prove Chriſt's Sufferings to be Pena 
declares. His omnibus addi & illud potest. Maxtem ip 4 
ſam, hoc es Deſtrutonem ejus Perſona, quam Corpus 6 - 
animus conſtituunt quatenus a Deo infligitur, ſemper ai. 
quam habere pznz rationem : Facilmum eflet De. c 
monſtratu, 11 1d ageretur,, © Judzorum veterum, & Chri. Wt 
ſtianorum Perpetuam hanc fuiſſe ſententiam, mortem qua. fc 
lemcunque hominis, JPcccatt eff Pxznam-——- 2a t 
Deum Pxnt rationem habuerit Chriſti Paſſio & ors, mi-Il t 
nime eſt dybitandam : Neque audicnde ſunt Socini Inter Ml | 

pretaticnes a Perpetio vocum uſu citra Exemplum Rece- 
dentes. 
Voſs in his Anſwer to Ravenſpergerus is more diſtint Ml 
and full : Viki igitur Certius e5 (faith he) quam nepare i 
( 


Doctiium 145 4 Chriſto Panas eſſe perſolutas pro pecca- 
tis noſtris : Et hoc cimm negat, veras penas zntellipere, & 
77071 PXNas tamugnres acceptas, quatenus Pena idem ef 
quod Aficio : Nam ub: v1demus Chriſtum bono noſtro 
Afiictum fuiſle Agnoſcit, /cd negat Aﬀiidionem iliam ha-W | 
bere Rattonem Pzne: Que ab AffidGione Differt, uM. 
Species a genere : Quia omns Pxna et Aﬀiiftio : At wlll * 
Contra omnts Afﬀtictio et Pznalis. Onod /5 Pznz von WM - 
Iz*e adeo extendamus, ut ettam non veram penam, hill | 
e:# univerſe Afﬀictionem ſ1gnet, negari mor poteF+ Soci- Ml 
ar. 3 ejſe faſſurios Cyntum p20 na9bts «fle Jtittttuum, 
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Hic primus e&+ Socini Error, quod etſi interdum videa- 

tir Peccata habere pro Cauſa antecedente, tamer Antece- 

lentem Legitimam, hoc eſt, Vere, P2OPULqQUL drctam, 

xtra voluntatem, apgnoſcat nullam : 1deoque in ſola fina- 

Ii Canſa acquieſcat.- Locutio illa ob, vel propter 

Peccata, wel pro peccatis, quoties Perpeſſionibus Junpitur, 

nee in ſcripturis, nec in idoneo quoquam ſeriptore Flialem 

mam, ſed ſemper Antecedentem <amque Yeritont- 

ain /3gnificat Cauſam. Sane quamdin contrarium F xem- 

plum obducet nemo, citius Hercnli, quod atunt, clava, 

quam hoc nobis Argumentum de manibus extorquebitur. 

————-0:i cauſam dicit finalem, on idcirco fatetur Efhi- 

cientem : Quir non ft Chriſtus in bonum noſtrum mortuus 

ef, co Pxnas ſubiit pro nobis : Cum alii efſe flies mor- 

tis poſſint,, quos Socinus aprnoſcit. At vero qui cauſam dis \ 
ot efficientem meritoriam, 55 ſinalem, & Anteceden- 
tem comprehendit, ac primario & dire&te AnteceDen- 

tem, ſecundario, autem fipnificat, & indirecte flng- 

ſem, 1d. Ibid. cap. 17. 

But your Lordſhip having, in your excellent Diſcourſe 


of Chris Sufferings, ſo clearly, fo diſtinaly, and ful- 


ly ſtated the Controverkie, as it lieth between the Or- 
thodox and their Adverſaries, I will only obſerve, 


more particularly, what has beca already done in the 


General, that the Points, which in Mr. W. offends ſome 
Brethren, are, 

1. That he takes the /mpated Riphtcouſneſs of Chrift 
In a ſenſe different from the Common Sentiment of 
Proteſtants, in that, whereas they aflirm his Sufterings 
and Obedience to be by Yertue of the Penal Santtion and 
Frecept of the Law of Works, he takes them . both to 
be by Yertue of the Precepts of the Law of Media- 
0104, 

2. That he holds Chriſt's Suſferings to ariſe cnly from 
the Obligation of the Aeatatorial Law, whence Its Im 
poſſible Sin ſhould be their Meritorious Cauſe ;, or fa 
SUIT Ere 


4 


( 42 ) 


Sufferings themſelves be properly penal; and therefor 
IT 1S. 

3. That he denieth ſuch a Change of Perſons he. 
tween Chriſt and us, as 1s neceſſary to Explain the 
Doatine of Chriſt*s Satisfation. Once more upon thin 
bottom it was further ſuggeſted in the Report. 

4. That the Penal Sandion of the Law of Works ij 
by him vacated ; and as I have here further cleared it, 
It's Preceptive Part 1s abrogated too : For, tho the Mg. 
ter of what was Requir'd by this Law be taken into the 
Law of Mediation, and into the New Law; yet; there: 
js no Obedience, nor Sufferings due from any by Vertne 
of the Obligation of the Law of Works ; But af 
Chriſt's Obedience and Sufferings were only from the 
Obligation of the Law of Mediation, ſo the Obedience, 
we are bound to Render, and the Swfferings we are oh- 
noxious unto for Sin, are only by Vertue of the Precept 
and penal Sanction of the New Law. 


My LORD, 
What I have offer'd in my Endeavour to point unto 
the Thing that doth in good earneſt moſtly Aﬀect us, 
I do moſt humbly ſubmit to your Judgment, aſſuring 
you, that as what I have ſaid of Mr. W. has been after JW 
a moſt Impartial Diſquifition, to find out his true ſenſe; {Wh 
ſo, if in any one Inſtance 1 have miſtaken him, I will, Wi 
as ſoon as I underſtand fo much, do him Right ; for it Wl 
is not Yidory, nor-the Pleaſing any one Party of Men, Wv 
nor any Worldly Intereſt, nor a Fondneſs for Antinoms Wc 
aniſm, but a Zeal for Truth and the Common Cauſe of | 
Proteftants, in ſo important an Article as this of Chri#s 
Satisfatton, that hath been my Motive-to enter on this Wi 
Controverſie. And, that I may give one Evidence more jiÞc 
of my Sincerity herein, I will Conlider the Propoſal ! 
made, in the Azſwer to the Report, (whieh is in 7. 27,1 
28.) where they ſet down eight Propoſitions for the 1 
Offended Brethren to agree with them in, five of whict 
ary 


Fry im 


Me (as 1 take it) principally deſfign'd againſt Antinoms- 
im, and the three other go againſt the other Ex- 
cam) and I make this Return. | 

1, That, in Oppoſition to Antinomianiſm, a Renoun- 
ing the ſeven Propoſitions, ſent from the United Mini- 
ers by me unto the Offended Brethren, January 94. may 
office ; in which it is more effeCQtually done, as I do 
ink, than in theſe five, which I do the rather = 
.Woſe, becauſe I do entirely agree with your Lordſhip, 
vhen you intimate, theſe Brethren would do themſelves 
Right to Condemn them ;, who, when I gave it *em, Ap- 
rroved not of it, not that they were Averſe to Re- 
nounce the Errours therein merition'd ; but becauſe not 
ne of the Forty Nine, whoſe Names were {ct to the Te- 
imonial before Goſpel Truth ſtated, had Recall'd their 
ands ; orexpreſſed ſo much Diſſatisfattion with what 
r. W. had Ailerted, as was expected : Beſides, having 
ince Diſcourſed ſeveral of *em, I find *em very willing 
o declare their Diſlike of the Propoſitions, and am 
perſwaded they'll chearfully do it, whenever ſatisfaQi- 
0n ſhall be given to what Mr. I. is charged with. 

2. The three Propoſztions about a Change of Perſons ; 
Chriſt's being our Surety, and his Anſwering for us the 
Obligations of the violated Law of Works, are not ſuf- 
ficient to Remove our Fears, concerning his Vnſoundneſs 
In theſe Points, I will therefore humbly move it for your 
Lordſhips Thoughts, whether Mr. W. if really agreed 
with your Lordſhip, as is pretended in theſe Points. 
can in reaſon refuſe to expreſs his Approval of the fol- 
lowing Propoſitions. | 

1. A Change of Perſops between Chriſt and vs, in the 


ſound ſenſe implies ſuch a Subſtitution of Chriſt intro {| 


our place and ſtead as is neceſſary to our Sins, being the 
Meritorious Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings, and his Suf- 
ferings a proper Priſhment of our Sins, for the Satis- 
faction of Divine Juſtice, that whoever believes on him, 
may be acquited and faved : But, It is not intended that 

the 


( 44 ) 

the Filth of our Sins, which is diſtinEt from the Guilt, 
was upon Chriſt, or that he was any otherwiſe a Cri. 
minal in God's Account, than by the Imputation of our 
SIns unto him. 

2. That by Chriſt's being our Surety 15 meant, that 
he, by the Father's Will and his own Conſent, came 
under the Obligation of the Violated Law of Works, to 
explate our Sins, purchaſe Erernal Life for all that Be- 
eve, and Faith with every other Grace, for the Ele, 
But it's not intended, that we were Legally Reputed to 
make Satisfattion ;, Or purchaſe Eternal Life. 

3. BY C brift's Anſwering for us the Oblig ations of tit 
Violated Law of Works, 1s1ntended, that whereas the Law 
obliged us to die for our Sins, Chriſt by the Father's 
Will and his own Conſent, came under the Oblization 
of this Law, and by Yertue of it's Penal Sand101, ſuffer- 
ed in our place and ſtead ; and whereas we were after 
we had tinned, ſtill obliged to yield perfect Obedience; 
Chriſt came under the Obligation of the Precepts of this 
Law too, and perfectly obeyed ; that upon the Account 
of his Paſſi we and Active Obedience, Believers might bc 
forgiven, and entituled unto Eternal Life : But it's not 
intended, that the ſc:ſe of the Law of IYorks ſhould be, 
that it we or Chriit Obeyed, we ſhould Live, and it 
Chriſt ſnftered, we ſhould not Die tho we /; med : Not 
that Believers are Jzſtfied by the Law of Works, but by 
the Goſpel, For, tho a Righteouſneſs anſwering the 
Obligations of the Violated Law of Works, be neceſ- 
ſary to our Juſtification ; yet we are not juſtified by the 
Law, becanſe we. did it "ot Our ſelves, as the Law re- 
quir a it; But the Lord Chris's doing it, 18 by the Grace 
of the Goſpel beſtowed on us and accounted Ours, and 
thus they who Believe are Julitified, 


My LORD, 
By what I have here ſuggeſted, you wiil ſee what it 


is that doth moltly ſtick with us, where the Wound | N 
4111 
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1nd what is moſt likely to Heal ; as alſo what »;y ſenſe - 
is of your Lordſhips Letter to Mr. W. and how ſenſible I 
im of the Obligations your Lordſhip has laid upon all 
them who truly own the DoQrine of Chriſt's Satis- 
hat MI £46100: | 

That it is ſo. much upon your Lordſhips Heart to 
prevent all Needleſs, as well as Dangerous Controver(zes 
Be. W amongſt us, and an Apprehenſion you will with Free- 
dom and Impartiality give your ſenſe of what I have 


ect, gg ur 

| to © tere Repreſented to your Lordſhip, give Life tro my 
Hopes, that our Differences will be happily compoſed, 

+, © and that we ſhall unite our ſtrength agaiuſt the Artino- 

an @ mian and Sociman Adverſary. Iam, 

Ts 

108 My L. 'O) R D, 

I 

rer Ml 7 ondon, Torr Lordſhips moſt Chliged 

e: 34.17. 


169d. Humble Servant and Fionourer, 


Stephen Lobb. 
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To the Reverend Dr. Edwards, 
'—_ Prancipal of Je{us Colledge, Oxon. 


STR 


have for you, in regard ro your Learning, 
ſoundneſs in the Faich, and Great Services 

you have done the Chyrch, in Defence of the Truth a- 
gainſt rhe Socinians, obligeth me to Repreſent unto 
ou, W, pl it was that your Writings were Referred unt, 


y ſome Diflenters in this City 3 And, what is farther 
de/ired of you. | 


To the Firf. 

Ic muſt be obſerved, That this Nation having beei 
of late Years'peſtered with Swarms of Socinian Books, 
and their Errors, ſo amazingly prevailing amongſt ma- 
ny, it was apprehended, that our greateſt Danger would 
be from the Writings of ſome ; who, tho they cxpreb- 
ſed their Diflike of Socinianiſm,; yet vented ſuch Not: 
ons, as had a Tendency to promote the Deſigns of our 
Adverſaries, who were apprehenſive of it, and would 
not loſe {o con{iderable an Advantage. 

The Truth of this appeared, fir# from the V/e they 
have made of what had been Written by ſome in the 
Church, which awakening ſundry Perſons of great 
Abilities, and excellent Learning, vis. My Lord f 
' Worceſter, your Seff, Dr. $S. and others. There hati 
been iucH a Defence of the Truth; and. to the laſting 
Praiſe of your Univerſity, in a Remarkable Inſtance, 
fuch Expreſlions of your Zeal againſt thoſe Opinions, 


which haye been heretofore improycd, not only e- ar 
ra 


| HERE being ſome parts of thiee of you 
Letters to Mr. Y. printed ; the Honour | 


Bratt and Divide the Orthodox, but to Propagate the 
Racovian Faith, as has Confounded, and ina great 
nealure, Silenced the Enemies to the Bleſſed Trinity, 
ur Saviour*s Divinity and Satisfattion. 

At laſt theſe Gentlemen take notice of the Conteſts a- ſ£.144 
mong{t the Diſſenters, and one of their principal Wri- *© 
ers,viz.the Author of the Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity,to 
te end he might the more plauſibly Expoſe thoſe Parts 
of the Chriſtian Faith, which relate ro 7afification, 
infinuated as if they had been ſuch Abfruſe Matters, 
ing What cho the Diſſenters contended to fiercely abour *em, 
ricesJo5 fo divide Communion, and ſeparate upon them z 
h a-MWyct, their Teachers confeſs, they underſtand nor what 
into it 1s, that our Differences are about. And whereas 
Mr. Gaylard had ſuggeſted that ſome Arminians were 
ther joyned 1n Confederacy with the Socinians ; one of the 

Unitarian Scriblers, in his Apology for the Parliament, 
P. 24, 25- takes occaſion from this Paſſage, to Repre-= 
ſent the Socrmans as very Numerous and Formidable, 
cet I boldly Charging, not only almoſt all the Charch, bur 
oks, Ma Moiety of the Predbyterians for being (uch ; whereup- 
ma- Mon *ewas thought expedient to give a brief Accountwof 
uld 0 What it was, that in the Ulpſhor the Controvertie among 
ref. (us, was chiefly about ; and that the Socinians might not 
oti-Mgctany Advantage, the Author of the Remarks, with- 
our W out the leaſt Intimation, that his Presbyterian Brethrers 
uld I 41d Socinianize, owned, as what could not be denied, 

that there were a Set of Men in the World, who may 
hey WW bc juſtly rermed Socrnianizing-Arminians ; adding, that 
the Jt hath been ſufficiently proved by the Learned Dr. Ed- 
cat I Yards of Oxford, and others, at which time, as appears 
| of from whar he faith, he had his Eye on the Third part 
ath I 0! your Preſervative, p. 80, 81. and, with Grief, be- 
ing © holding how juſt your :Complaints were of them, who 
ce, 'eem too Vnconcerr'd about theſe Matters, when you 
lay Part. 2. p. 126. © Certainly whatever Excuſes we 
'may make; or, with whatfoeyer Specious Names, or 
Titles 


eee ee LL. 


© Titles we may think fit to varniſh over our Silenr, 


(48) 


: 


and Reſervedneſs in this Affair, -yet all unprejudic jc 


Standers by will account it not the Effects of Chriji, 
Moderation, but of Unchriſtian Lukewarmneſs, if ng 
Perſidiouſneſs in the Caule of God and his Holy Reli 
gion. The Author of the Remarks agrceing wir 
you in theſe Particulars, declared p. 24. © Ir canngt 
be denied but that we muſt be very Cautions, in a Da 
wherein the Sociniansare fo bold, that we give them 
no Advantages, Conntenance, or Reputation, eitherby 
a Shineſ5 to Teſtihe againi{ttheir Corruprting the Do- 
arine of a Change of Perſons; or by yielding, tha 
to ſay Chriſt ſuffered in our fead is ſufficient ro make 
it manifeſt, they hold a Change of Perſons in 
ſound ſenſe, and do not Socinianize 1n this parti- 
cular. | 
The Reaſon then, why Application was made to 
your Preſervative, was to ſhow from a Perſon of your 
* Learning and Judgment, that there are Men, who, 
© thothey hold, Chri# died in our {fead, do ver deny 
© his Death to be a proper Puniſhment, and conſequently 
© thacthe Permutation, or Change of Perſons, they are 
© for is not ſuch as is nece{{arv ro Explain our Savionr's 
© Satisfattion, And, Sir, Iam perſwaded you are not 
herein Miſrepreſented by the Author of the Remarks, 
chat Mr. J. himſelf found rhe Quotation too Jult and 
_ Fairforhim to attempt an Eluding ir, and therefore to 
the End he might ger ſome Countenance to his Suggc- 
{tions about your differ:ng from the Remarks in the al- 
ledged Inſtances, he procures from you three Lettersto 
another Purpoſe. For, by what he has publiſhed of 
them, ir'sclear, that howſoevcr he has worded his firſt 
Ouzry, the Explication you give, of a Pernutation of 
Per ſons between Chrift and ns, 1s no other than what the 
Anthor of the Remarks is moſt entirely for. | 
The 2d Enquiry is, Of what you judge of Mr.//.bis 
Notion of a Permutaticn of Perſons; to which he _ 
£01k 
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lencYiitat whatever Mr. W. holds, the Paſſages taken out of 
jour Preſervative, expreſs the thing for which they 
were produced : © - | 
To the Third he agrees with you in your Oppoliti- 
on to Dr. Criſp, and cairt find any thing in the Let- 
zrs, contravening what he ſaid of your Opinion con- 
eraing theſe Socimianizing Remonſtrants, who ſay Chriſt 
tjed in our ftead, and yet his Sufferings were but a 97- 
urious Puniſhwent, and the Permutation they are for, 
conſiſtent. with the denial of a proper ſatisfation, which 
Mefcftually confutes the Argument of thoſe Brethren, 
who declare, that Mr, W. cannot, by the Phraſe 
[There is no Change of Perſons between 
Chuſt and us ] intend the Denial of a Change 1n a 
i-Mſound Senſe ; becauſe in that very Pape he affirms, that 
Criſt died in our ſtead. | 
e rol But Sir, 1s the affirming that Chriſt died #2 our ſtead, 
our ſufficient in this Crafty and Deſigning Age, to evince, 
ho, that the Afirmer doth hold a Change of Perſons in a 
eny Wound Senſe ? You know it is not ; and that therefore 
atly jou differ not from the Author of the Remarks in this 
are Wlaſtance, and that the Author has not miſ-repreſented 
rs jon. 
not Sir, Altho yon have very Generoully, - and with 
Candour, expreſſed your Charitable Opinion of Mr. W. 
and M's Orthodoxy ; yet I am perſwaded, *tis with a reſfolu- 
> ro FWilon to conſider what may be farther offered, touching 
oc- Mir. /*s True Senſe, and that, if he really entertains 
al- Way Notions about a Commutation of Perſons between 
$ro Mciriſt and us, different from what you have alſlerted, 
of Mjou will not be ſorry to underſtand to much. 
ſt If you have judged too Charitably of Mr. }. as 
of With bumbleſt ſubmiſſion, 1 crave leave to ſay, I think 
rhe {jou have; yer conſidering what Arts he has uſed to. 
conceal his Opinions, when an open owning 'em would 
linder their Propagation, his profeſſed Deteſtation of 
Antizomianiſm, his repreſenting all. his Adverſaries to 
E. be 


\ 


_ are but the Matter of a proper Puniſhment, and not Ity 
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be of the Criſpian Se& ;, and his frequent Proteſtations 
of Zeal for the Common Faith of Proteſtants in the Con: 
troverted Articles, you have not 1n the leaſt ſurprized 
me, and [I can only lay concerning, it, that your Charity 
in this Inſtance, 1f it hath exceeded, is the evincemet 
of a moſt Noble, Chriitian Spirit; and in Conhdenc 
there are many Excejlent Perſons in the Church who 
are under the influence of the ſame Chriſtian Principle 
with My Lord of Worceſter and your ſelf, I look on it 
as a good Omen, and the laying of a ſure Foundation of 
a better Underitanding amongſt Proteſtants of differen 
Seatiments in Matters of lefſer jmportance. However, 
2. A Conviction that Mr. } 's Notions are not fo 
Orthodox as you apprehend *em to be, moves me, with 
the Profoundeſt Reſpect, to beſeech you to weigh the 
Conſiderations offered to my Lord of Worceſter, and what 
I here preſent unto you, and return your Thoughts off 
the things offered. 1 have declared to his Lord{kp.that | 
I am perſwaded Mr. I. doth, with Mr. B. deny our fins] 
to be the meritorious Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferngs, or hill, 
Suffterings to be a proper Paniſhwent, and for a fuller | 
| 

| 


clearing thus much, I will add ſomewhat more, after 
have obſerv'd unto you, That if Chriſt's ſufferings be not 
ex obligatione Legis, it not by vertue of the Panal Sar- 
6/10n of a vidiated Law, our Sins cannot be their mer 
t0ri0s cauſe ; You know, that Calamitics or Afiidons 


formal Reaſon, which lies in a relation of that matter t0 
its meritorious Cauſe ;, and that $7 cannor be the mer- 
£rious cauſe of Sufferings, if they be not from an obliga- 
tio, Which 1s by werize of the Sandion of the Lan ; 
Thar, if they be nor from any ſuch obligation, if Gly 
ex obligatione ſpo:ſronts, they can be but materiatily 2 Pl 
niſhment, they can be but wrice pang, Ora UICATIONS, not 
a proper puniſhmeat. If theg, I do prove that Mr. 
doth, with Mr. B. reſolve Chriſt's Sufferings wholly 11- 
to a Conformity unto the Precept of the Xedratortal LM 

tney 
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tions they cannot, according unto him, be ex obligatione legis, | 
Con- or by Vertue of the Santt1on of the Law, They can be ; 
11ze0 i but ac7's of obedienceand Dominion, not acts of Tuſtice. 
aritn 1, That Mr. B. reſolves the whole, Chriſt did and 
men ered, into acts of Dbevience, is plain from what 
<onc:Y he has, in his En4-of Dodrinal Controverſies, p. 12.5. @c, 
who where, writing of the Taw of Mediation he ſays, $. 15. 
ciplel Tho if Chriſt as a Creature bad ſinned, he bad deſerved 
on 1 Puniſhment, yet the Suppoſition being of a Thing impoſſible, 
2N Ol by rcaſor of the Union of the Divine Nature, it 15 11P2WQ- 
©1010 per to talk of any Poenal Part of the Law, that was giver 
Yb. For penal Laws are for thoſe, that by fear have 
ot 1M ved to be reſtrained from Sin, or conſtrained to Duty, 

WICK which Chriſt needed not. : 
 0Y Mr. #/. affirms the ſame, as I have obſerved, 'i1n my - 
whatYY 1:tter to bis Lordſhip, p. 24, fo that they are both Ex- 
's OW preſs in declaring, That ao penal Santion belongs to the 
acl Li of Redemption, and therefore, ſeeing Chriſt was 
T5 under the formal obliz ation of: no Law but the Medrato- 
Is }.al, They cannot hold, That Chriſt's ſufferings were pro- 
plcrl 1vr1y penal, which was the true Reaſon why Mr. B. 
or 1 #ho was not afraid to ſpeak his Mind, fo frequently 
oo Inculcates it, That Chriſt's Sufferings are only materially, 

"YI not Denal. 

NY $1 oe entire tiohteouſneſs ( as before 
"MY % Exaltation) habitual, active, paſſive, Elevated by 
"Union nith the Divine Perfedion, was his Performance of 
' ON the Condition of bis Covenant mith the Father, and Dis per- 
"'YY formance of that Condition, was his meritorious Title to 
"YN Gods promiſed Effects, And that as it was one entire 
F 'M Righteouſneſs or Condition perfonnen, ard our 7uſtifi- 
Ol cities and $ alvation are part of thoſe promiſed Effects. 
Therefore it is Abuſyve Subtilty to divide Chriſt's Per for 
mance into Little Parcels, and then ſay, this Parcel is im- 
puted to me for this uſe, and that for that uſe, and by the one 
be merited this, and by the other that, whe: (tho each Part 
bad its Proper Reaſon yet) it was Gn1y the entire perfor 
| "4 inances 
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mance, ard that was the Condition of the Benefits, andy 
"of our Juſtification and Salvation, 

4 Mr. W. faith the fame thing, Man made Righteous, 
P. 114. @c. Where after he had enumerated the Par- 
ticulars obſ-rved by Chriſt in obedience to the Mega. 
tortal Law, headds, That the Performance of theſe Con- 
ditions is the Legal Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, and that, for 
which we are juſtified, &C. 

Thus, they both Reſolve the whole of Chriſt's Righte- 
onſneſs, even his very Suffterings, into the Performance 
of the Conditions of the dediatorial Covenant, and affirm 
them to be but ts of Obediexce, and conſequently, 
acts of Dominion, not of Punitive 7uſtice, tor as Mr. W, 
himſelf has it, they are no otherwile a compleat formal 
Riphteouſneſs, exther active or paſſrve, but as they are in 
Obedience to the A17ediztorial I,aw, and therefore can- 
not be p2opzriy JPenal. Bur, 

3. That Mr. IV. makes Chr:i/t's Sufferinpgs to be only 
ex obligatione ſpon{zonis, 1s clear from his repeated De- 
clarations, That Chri5# was never under that Obligation, 
under which we were. If Chriſt's Sufferings were ex olli- 
gatione Legis, by vertue of the Sanction of a Law, it 
muſt be of the Law we violated. There was no other 
Law that had a Peral Sanction for Chriſt to come un- 
der. But he oft ſaith, That Chriſt was never under 
any Law or Obligation, but where he was Principal and 
alone, which could not be in the Law of Works. 

To ſtrengthen this Conſideration, 1t muſt not paſs 
without Remark, That as he confines the Obligation 
Chriſt lay under, either todo or ſuffer, unto the Pre- 
cept of this Mediatorial Law, fo he doth, not only make 
Chrilt's Sufferings to be Acts of Obedience, but to clear 
it, that he makes 'em to be but acts of Obedience, and 
no more, he placeth their Etficacy in their being 
ſuch Acts. So p. 21. The Efficacy of Chriſt's Suf- 
ferings depend much upon their being acts of Obedience; 
And that he reſolves the Cauſes of our Salvation wo 
tirely 


rely into the Afts of Obedience, as ſuch, he doth, 
in the ſame Page add ** The Willot God appointing - 
& 2nd accepting . this Aronement, and the Will of 
« Chriſt obeying, and freely performing what was ap- 
© pointed, are that.weare ſaved by. Wnat Words can 
more fully exprels his Opinion, that the whole Chriſt 
4d or ſuffered for our Salvation, ariſcs only ex eb/i- 
ratione ſfonſtonis, which isas much as to lay, TI hat the 
whole of Chriſt's ſatisfa&tion 1s only unto the Holy W7# - 
of God: Andthat he mcans no more by a projer S4- 
twfattion, 1s caſily proved from his affirming, P. 43. 
% That Chriſt's attive Obedience was in a very Proper 
© Senſe Satifattory, Bur how ſatifattory any other 
ways than by being P/eajng unto the Divine Will. It 
then a Proper Satisfation doth, in the Judgment of 
Mr. W. lie in wht is acceptable ana plcalſing unto 
God, Is it nor paſt doubt, that he leaves My Lord »f 
Worcefter, your (clf, and all found Protefarts 1n this 
Article 2 | 

4. Mr. WW. doth explicitely own the Neceſlary and 
Inevitable Conſequences of what I charge upon him, 
which 1s another Conſideration, confirming me 
in the Thoughts I have of his leaving the Reformed 
in theſe Points. | 
1. If the whole of Chriſt's Obedience and Suffer- 
ings be reſolved into as of Obedience unto the Precept 
of the Med:2torial Law, then it unavoidably follows, 
be cannot hold that Chriſt rendered a Formal Obedi- 
acc tothe Precepts of the Violated Law, or that his 
wftcrings were by Vertue of its Sanition. The molt 
he can conſiſtently believe, is, That Chriſt's doing 
md ſuffering, in obedience to the Mediatorial [ aw, 1s 
ut the Room and Stead of his fulfiling the Righie- 
outneſs of the Moral Law, fo that, tho, as it lies in 
owcying the Law of Mediation, it is a Lepa! Righte- 
oulneſs, yet in regard to the Violated Law it is a Pro- 
Legal Riphteoumneſs,and the Obedience and Puniſhment 
but Vicarions. & 3 1 1s 
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T kis'Sir, 15 freely owned (in his Preface P.7.) where 
he calis the Rightcouſ1eſs of Chriſt our Pro-Leg/ 
R1ehreonsmeſs, which (he faith P.151,) © Chriſt di 
&* in his own Legal JPerſan 3 I lay LEG AL, be 
& canlethe Divine Dignity of Þhis Perſon gave the 
« Legal, yea the DUupa-Legal Value, in Gog; 
& Account to what he {ufftcred. 

That this Y:ic-Legal Riphteonmeſs 1s, in his E- 
ſteem, a VILArtNis Obedience and Puniſkment, is ma- 
niteft from bis 'own Words, p. 63. © The Lay 
*© Works did not require or appoint a vicarzons Py- 
* niſkmegt or Obedierice from a Sfonfor tor others, but 
* /mitcd both to the Perſons originally ſubjett to the 
© Law, whercas the Covenant of Redemption appoint- 
& cd this [namely this vicarious Puniſhment and O- 
bedicnce.] 

ThusSir, You ſec, how full he is in owning the na- 
tural Conſequence of reducing the whole of Chriſt 
Undertaking only to that Obligation which is by 
Vertue of the Mediatorial Precepr, to which I might 
add the tanguam and gua/is which he, as well as Lin- 
borch, hath uſed, but I forvear. 


Wy 


2. The Syfferings of Chriſt being only ex obligati-| 


ge Fonſors, and not by vertue of: the Santtion of the 
Law, they could not be a Judicia! 4t of God, he could 
not be condemned, nor could Sentence Paſs upon 
him; nor according to any Sentence, could he be 
exccuted ; for 'where no Obligation ro Puniſhment by 
the Sanction of the Laan there 1s no Grit in any lenic; 
where no Gui, no condemr.ing, no Paſſing a Set 
tence Juitly, nor an Execution. The connection there 
15 between the Laws given unto Rational Creaturcs, 
and their enforcement by certain San@ions; and bc- 
rween theſe Santtions andythat Pimitive Juice which 
1s natural in God, is fuch, that whocyer falls ander 


"a 


the Penal $arfttion, isthereupon Guilty, that is, oblig- 


ed to a Puniſhment which flows from Juſtice ; but 


they, 


tl 
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they, who arenot under the San#ion of the Law, who 
are not obliged tro Puniſhment, Juſtice, Punitive Fu- 
lice hath nothing to do with them, either to con- 
dmn or ſentence them, or to ſee the Sentence exccu- 
cd; fo thar, it Chriſt were only under the Obliga- 
tion of the Medtiatorial I aw, in which 1s no Penal 
S,itjon, Juſtice hath ncthing againſt him, and he 
annot be Arraigned before GodY T ribunal, nor be 
proceeded againſt in a Jrdicial way, nor be really 
Guilty in God's Eſteem, nor be condemned nor ſcn- 
renced to a vinidittive Puniſhment, nor can his Sufferings 
bea Fudicial Af, or make fatisfaftion to God's Law, 
or to his Juſtice. | 

Theſe things you have fo fully cleared in your Pre- 
ſ-rvative, that nothing on this occation, lies on me 
tw do, but render you my T hanks for the grcar ſcr- 
vice you have done therein to our Holy Religion, 
and obſcrye, thar, you aic, I am perſwaded in 
the Right, when you ſay, That Guilt licth in 
an Obligation to Puniſhment, arifing from the Sar- 
tom of the Law, which flows from Pinitive Fuflice, 
whicn 1S$ natural in God ; And that to the end, 
Chriſt's Sfferings might fatisfie this Juſtice , tis 
neceliary that they be a Judicial AA of God; that 
Chriſt be charged with the Guilt of our fins, Condem- 
ned, Sentenced, and accoraingly Exccured for *em. 

Bur of thelc things not a Word in Mr. W. that I 
can find, but contrarily he ſeems tro go no farther 
than to grant, that Chriſt was eſteemed by Men a 
Trafgrefſor, and Arraigned as fuch. 

Sir, Miſtake me nor, I dor't believe, T hatthe Per- | 
ſoral Guilt of our Sins, making Chrift the commiteer | 
ot Drunkennels, Idolatry, &c. or that their fitth and | 
tirtitude were transferred upon Chriſt, Nothing | 
more abhorred by me than ſuch abominable Blat- 
phemies! However, I am pertwaded, and I think, it 


5 1 concurrence with the Generation of the Ortho- 
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dox, That the Lord Jeſus Chriſt voluntarily on the 
Fathers Invitation, coming under the Sarttzorn of the 
Violated Law, was juſtly charged with the Guile of 
our Sins, found Guilty, Condemned, Sentenced and ill c 
Exccuted, as ſuch, cycn by that God who /7aid pM 
him the imguity of us alf, And ſeeing his Sufferings were Wl i 
a Fudicial att of God, it could not be otherwiſe ; For ſc 
Tuitice condemns none to Puniſkment but upon the ſr 
account of Sin, and puniſheth none but under the WW} 
Notion of Criminals, it Jeſus Chriſt had been only Il © 
Treated as if he had been a Criminal, and died no: © 
as a Criminal in foro Poli, his Sufferings could not have ll © 
been a proper Puniſhment, flowing from that punitive Il *© 
Fuſtice which is natural in God, | 
Cloppenburch therefore, who I think was far from I © 
being tainted with Arntimomianiſin, exprelicth the Con- 
mon Faith of Proteſtants in this Point, very happily. 
Cum ergo Chriſto imputata a Deo dicimus peccata noltra, 
VERE etiam id faitym intelligimns, id ef, VERE 
Chriftum, /cet non in ſe, inNOSTR A tamen Pcr- 
{ona a Deo Judicatum, & habitum fuiſſe Peccatorem, 
ia vi ſponlionis UN 4A nobucum PERSONA, in 
Judicio cenſetur eodemgue Jare, quo nos REUS peragi- 
tur utpote peccati noſtri, ea ratione Particeps, ſme LABEL 
ramen aliqua in ſe derwvata. Enarrat in Ifa. 53. 6 Lect 6. 
Voſſins allo bath it, Chritum peccatorum nojtrorum paenan 
in ſe ſuſcepiſſe., quiz non ſunpiiciter pro nobis ; ſed ut pec- 
cator, /ive pro peccatoribus mortuns dicitur, Reſp. ad Ju- 
dic Ravcnſperg. c. 17. | 
But in oppoſition hereunto, according to the Prin- 
ciples of Mr. W. Chiiſt could nor be jultly 
charged with the Guilt of our ſins, and theretore not 
be cſteemed a Criminal, ror die as a ſinner ; tor he 
holds, - Chriſt was never under any other forma! obil- 
gation than that of the Law of Mediation, which 
had no penal ſanttion, and his Sufferings could be but 


an At of Dominion, and to Clear it, that he Owns = 
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much, I will ofter Twoor-Three Conſiderations which 


arc of weight with me. | 
1. If Chriſt ſutained not the Perſon of Sinners, he 


and MY could not be charged with our Gwi/t. To the charging. 


or MY Chriſt juſtly with Gaz/t, *rwas neceſſary, that he be 
/cre Ml in our Perſon; fo that it Chriſt and Believers do not 
For Ml conſtitute one Perſon, in ſome ſenſe or other, he couid 
the W not be charged with our Guilt. And what faith Mr. 


the M 7. to this > be is poſitive, ©I hat Head and Members 
aly © do not make One Perſon, but One Body ; yea one Spi- 


not IN © rit in "Chriſt and us, doth not make one Perſon, 
ve © unleſs you will make the Holy Ghoſt to be an ani- 
ive Ml © mating Soul to the Body, and to be the chiet con- 

_ F*© ftirmtive Part of the whole Perſon : What will not 
"m il © a deluded, wain Fancy expoſe Men to at /aff? Man 
m- | made Righteous, p. 194. Bur Sir, Are all ſuch as 
ly. © hold, Thar Chriſt and Believers make one Myſtical 
ra, MW Perſon, under the Deluſion of a vain Fancy ? Whar 
EF EE miſt we then think of all the Reformed 2 What of the 
1- Wl Learned Biſhop Davenant, who, Ithought, bad, in op- 
n, Ml poſition to Papits, about Juftification, given a true ac- 
in © count of the Faith of Proteſtants, and yet he faith, 
- Wl Leger in nobis impleri per Chriftum, quocum, in unam 
Ierfonam coaleſermus, ex ſuo Aquinate diſcant Pon- 
ificii: Chyiſfus (inquit 11lce) & Membra ejus, ſunt 
ina JPerfora Myſtica, wide opera Capitis ſunt aliquo 
modo opera Memizonim, &c. Pre@Jett. de Juſtir. 
cap. 52. 

Bug Mr. A. in hisdefence of Mr. W. fears not to 
lay the Phraſe | Of Chris ſajtaining the Perſon of Sm- 
ners ] can {ignite nothing bur that Chriſt was Pex- 
fonatus Hiſtrio. His Words (p. 53.) are, © What can 
* theſe Expreſſions fignific | viz. Chriſt ſutained the 
Perſen of Sinners ] but that Chrif wore the Mark, 


natus Fliſtrio? Like the Stage-Player that puts on the 
Perſon of a King, when indeed he is but ſome ſorry 
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the Vizor, the Diſguiſe of ſinners, that he was Perſo-- 


fellow, 
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feliow ; his Words are, What can theſe Expreſſions (4. 
nifi-, but that Chriit s perſonatus Hittrio > As it wa 
impothble for rhem to bear any other ſenſe > and x; 
it the Libertines (of whom Polyander a Rerchoe, in 
his Concert. Anti-Socin. 1 Diſp. 13. Se&. 18.) had bc 
In the righr, when they blafhemonſly infer from the 
Aftertion, That Chriſt ſuſtains our Perſon in his 
Snfferings, Fodem rrodo ſe geſſerit, quo Hiſtriones ſe pe. 
runt, in ſis Tragedis, &c. Of like Nature is that 
other Afﬀertion of his, p. 9. *© The ſenſe of the 
** Phraſe [ a Charge of Perſons between Chrift and us] 
* mult be, that Chriſt was Changed for us, and we 
** for Chriſt. As it its Import could be no leſs than 
fhar, as Chriſt died for Our Sms, we dicd tor Chrilt) 


Sins; an Aflertion that cannot fignific lels than the 


Denial of a Change of Perſons in every {ſenic, and 
yet this 1s not only written in Defence of Mr. Y. but 
"us in that very Book, for which Mr. W. applaud 
the Author. 

[It then we ſer theſe things togerher, it muſt (as] 
humbiv apprehend) pur it out of Doubt, that when 
tncy {perk of Chrilt as ſuffering for us, they take 
the Perſona ſpoken of, abttrattly as inaocent, and there- 
fore as a ſubjeft uncapable of a Proper Puniſhment, 
inficted by God's Juſtice upon him. 

2. The Third Paper being ſo composd as to pal 
by what did moſt eff:Qually provide againſt the /#- 
FPeited Errors, confirms me 1n this Opinion. For an 
Orthodox Affcrtion is rejeted as what could not © 
Sf ly retained. In the Rebuke, P.28. it's ſaid, © That 
* the Brethren, who were engaged in drawing up 
* this Third Pater Retained ſo much of the firlf, 3 
*rhey SAFELY could; and in P. 29. They kept 0 
© the Fir# Paper, faving in ſome Fxpreſlions and 
* Phraſes which werc judged of drbions ſenſe, or dan- 
& gcrous conſequence, or catrtied the face of foe du 
hd gerons FENOeNCY, In F of JO. vg © hcy d1d grant {0 
| & much 


(59) 
( mich as the ſormd ſenſe could bear. So that the Terms 
ind Expretſions which were waved, were in the efteem 
of Mr. 4. and fo far as we mav believe him, of Mr.WW. 
, in Wand got Ba ſuch asare UNSA4FE, of dubious Senſe, dan 

been FWeerons C onſe equence, Dangerous Tend /ency and unſound ; 
1 the :mongſt which this is one [namely Chriſ®s anſwering 
1 his far 02 *þ - Db{itration of the violated Law: WW hence 
e ge- Mic is, that from this Alteration, between the Two Pa- 
that pers, thus Qualihed, 1 conclude, That the Third Pa- 
the per was drawn vP, asif it had been og a Deſign to 
[ 5] cover what Nr. I. is charged with ; for, by their tur- 
d we ning {Chriſt's Aaſmering for 11s the Ob!tgation of the 
han WY yiclated Law) into His Anſwering for our Violation of 
rilt MW the Law] they Cleared it, that by Chritt's Sefferings 
| the for our $12] which is the ſame with [for our Violation of 
and MN the Law] no more is intended than a Final Cauſe, or 
out WJ 2t moſt, that Sz 75 but the Occaſ10n, or Pro-Canſa mert- 
dM tris of Chritt*s Sufferings, whereupon a Subſcription 
may be to this Third Paper, conſiſtently with a Belief, 
(as | M that Chriſt's Sufferings were not ex Oblizatione Legis, 
hen that our Sins were not their meritorins Ca: ſe, and his Suf- 
ake MW ferings not a proper Puniſhment, which neceſlarily um- 
cre- Il plies, "that our Saviour could not be Juſtly charged with 
ent, MW our Guilt, appear as Guilty, be ſentenced and executed 
is ſach. And Conſonantly enough, he doth in his 

pals MW 4:jwers to the Report, propoie the Declaring [That 
/u- MF Chriſt was not in God's ACCOUunt a Crizmnal}] as a Term 

an MW of Accomodation. 


oe Sir, Theſe Cornfaderations in. ConjuntHion with what L 


hat have humb] y offered to my Lerd of Worceſter,and the Ob- 


vp fervations I have made in my Cloſeſt-Converies with \ 


him, perſwade me to Relieve, he doth moſt entirely 


ſuch a Commutation of Perſoas Letween C briſt and us, as is 
neceſſary to explain the Dodarine of a Tree, Real, and 
Proper SatisfatF1on. 

T hers are other Reaſons 1 could offer, to ſhow, why 


agree with the Learned Mr, Baxter, in the Denyal of 
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] Judge thus of Mr. W. but Apprehending, that what 
I have already ſuggeſted will fully fſatisfie you, or at 
leaſt, move you to caſt your Eye once more upon hi 
Alan made Righteous, with ſo much Jealoulie as is necef. 
ſary to be a Ballaxce to thoſe Charitable Apprehenlion, 
you have ſo Generouſly entertained of his Orthodoxy, 
I will forbear to mention, beſeeching you to Believe, 
that it's only a Zeal for Truth, that hath influenced 
me to enter on this Vexatious, but Neceſſary Under. 
taking ; for 1 am fully convinced, that as ſome, to the 
End they may keep themſelves at a Diſtance from- the 
Antinomian Dotages, pals over into the Sociman Tents, MW* 
ſo others, to Avoid the Peſtilential Herefics of Socuns, We 
and whatcver hath a Tendency thereunto, turn Artine. MW 
mians ;, and both theſe Abominations, being equally * 
Vile in my Eye, as I have formerly done my part to W* 
give Check to the Aztinomians, 1 think my ſelf no Lek We 
obliged to oppoſe, not only the Socinmiarm Errours, bit 
the Pogmata of Epiſcopits ; wiſhing, that my Or- 
thodox, Brethren, inſtead of Cenſuring me, would lay 
to Heart what you preſs, (in your Preſerwvative, Part 
HI. p. 184.) upon an Awful Obſervation you have 
made, and others, if they will but look abroad, may 
make, when you tell us, © We have ſeen many Exam- 
* ples of this, in the Age, we live in, viz. of Men, hav- 
© 10g once Forſaken the Common, and Received Truths 
© of Chriſtianity, that have afterwards fallen from one 
* Wild and Wicked Opinion to another ; until at 
_ ©length, they have ſhaken hands with all Relig10ns, and 
© have exalted themſelves above Lar, and Goſpel, Ordi- 
© ances, and Revelations, to the Diſhonour of God, and 
© Scandal of Religion, the Reproach and Blemiſh of our 
© State, and Nation, all which have highly ſuffered by 
* the W114, and Frantick Opinions of theſe Men, and the 
* Lewd Franks, which they have play'd in Purſuance 
© thereof. | 
* All which ſhonld Caution, and Africht Men from | 
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iving way to Errours, in Religion ; which conſidering 
the miſchievous Conſequences of them, ſhould not be 
accounted ſuch /ight and inconſederable matters, as 
ſme Men have Repreſented them, who, out of a well- 
' meant, perhaps, but miſtaken Notion of Mecknels, 
Charity, and Moderation, have given too great 
'Countenance and Encouragement to ſuch Erroneons 
'0pinzons, and thereby may be ſaid to have Occaſton- 
ied ſome Inconveniencies to ſay no worſe of them, 
(which have happened thereupon,and which are much 
'ralicr Complained of than Remedicd. Ihſtead. 
therefore of ſoothing ſuch Men in their Errors, we 
(ought (as I ſaid before) to lay betore them, and others, 
'the Ozeat Oanger they arc in, by Reaſon of them ; 
* and rough we may have no great Hopes of doing 
'any good upon ſuch Perſons themſclyes, who think 
themſelves too Good, and too Wiſe ro be Taught, 
*and make but a Fe# of all, that 1s Charicably Offer'd 
for their InſtruCtion; yet, poſtibly it may make ſome 
* Impretſhion upon others, and Preyent their being Per- 
' vcrted, eſpecially, when they are Informed, that the 
'Condition of ſuch, who are infected with theſe He- 
*retical Opinions, is not only Deplozable ; bur, in a 
"manner, Deſperate, there being bur very few of. 
"them z who, when they arc once Entangled in theſe 
"Errors, have eyer Recovered themlelves out of the 
'Sttare of the Devil, as the Experience of all A- 
*oes allure us. _ 

Thus, Honoured Sir, I have Impartially Repreſent- 
ed unto you my Opinion of Mr. VV. his Notions, 
wit my Humble Requeſt, you will Freely Deliver 
your I houghts of them, pt ſhow how Hazardous it 
sfor any, to-fall in with the Notions of Epiſcopins, of 
which many, in their Flight from Antizomianiſm, are 
ln moſt Danger. 

Sir, There is one Thing more that I cannot forbear 


q Mcntioning unto you, it is, that fince I haye Finiſhed 
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the Conſiderations, here ſent you; A Student, whacat 
from Utrict, the Laſt Summer, hath pur into 

hands a Diſſertation of the Learned Leydecker, w 
faich, © Er fane ego non adco probare queo Theo 
* viam D. Uilftaims, quam vis ſe Antinoms oppo 
© rit, ut Condonem Errores Baxterzanis {imiles, aut 

©quales. Diſſert. Hiſtorico-Theolog. Sect. 38. Ar 
that Mr. B. hath c{pouſed the Epiſcaptan Erro? 
the Article of our Saviour's fſatisfation, ſeems to 

very evident. Bur, Craving Pardon for this Freedon 


I will*only add that I am, 


Honoured Sir, . 


I ondon, Tour Respettful, and 
Feb. 12. 
i6,8. moſt Humble Servant 


Stephen Lobb 
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